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SPEECH. 


The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  following 
resolution,  which  was  submitted  by  Air.  Pugh  De- 
comber  15,  lb59: 

Resolved,  Tliat  the  Coiiiiiiiltoe  on  Territories  be  in- 
structed to  iii([uiie  iTito  tlie  expediency  of  repealing  fo 
much  ot'  the  acts  approved  September  9,  l&jO,  tor  the  or- 
ganizatioii  of  tciritorial  governments  in  New  Mexico  and 
lltaii,  a-;  requires  tliat  all  tlic  laws  passed  by  the  Lesisla- 
lures  of  tliose  Territories  shall  be  subniilti-d  to  Congress 
lor  approval  or  rejection.  ' 

The  pending-  question  being-  on  the  following 
amendment  submitted  by  Mr.  Haiilax,  to  add: 

And  said  committee  is  also  instructed  to  inquire  into  tlie 
propriety  of  autliorizing  the  people  of  eaeli  of  said  Terri- 
tories to  elect  all  ttair  territorial  olficers,  executive,  legis- 
lative, and  judicial,  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislatures 
thereof  shall  provide — 

Mr.  IVERSON  said: 

Mr.  Prksiden't:  The  Sen.ntor  from  Ohio,  [Mr. 
Pugh,]  in  a  speech  delivered  a  few  days  since  in 
this  Chamber,  took  occasion  to  read  some  extracts 
from  a  speech  made  by  me  on  the  26th  day  of  Jul}^, 
1848,  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  whilst  I 
was  a  member  of  that  body.  The  object  of  the 
Senator  in  making  this  rcfereiice  was  to  show  that 
I  was  once  in  favor  of  the  doctrine  of  "  popular 
sovenignty,"  as  nov/ understood  and  advocated 
by  that  Senator  and  those  who  agree  with  him  in 
the  northern  States. 

Perhaps,  sir,  it  would  be  sufficient  for  me,  if  I 
admitted  the  charge,  to  refer  the  Senator  to  an 
extract  of  a  speech  delivered  by  me  at  Griffin,  in 
theStatc  of  Georgia,  on  the  14th  of 'July  last,  in 
which,  speaking  of  that  doctrine,  I  said: 

"  I  .shall  not  stop  here  to  argue  the  doctrine  of  congres- 
sional protection  to  slavery  in  the  Territories,  nor  to  com- 
bat the  errors  of  'squatter  sovereignty.'  1  take  the  occa- 
sion to  confess  that  I  was  once  the  advocate  of  the  latter 
heresy — carried  away  by  its  attractive  but  delusive  sophis- 
try, which,  like  the  ''!gms/«hH«,' lures  only  todestroy,  and 
witliout  serious  examination  into  its  truth  and  general  bear- 
ings and  looking  at  it  as  the  only  alternative  of  theWilmot 
proviso,  I  was  ready  to  take  it  as  the  'best  we  could  g(U.' 
[  was  wrong,  and  I  admit,  regret,  and  recant  the  irror. 
^'ubsequent  investigation  and  reflection  soon  convinced  me 
that  the  only  true  theory,  in  relation  to  territorial  govern- 
nniuts  in  the  Union,  is,  that  both  the  pou'cr  and  the  rfii/t/are 
conferred  and  imposed  upon  Congress  to  pass  laws  for  the 
protection  and  regulation  of  slavery,  v.herever  it  exists  or 
may  exist  upon  the  common  soil.    I  am  as  well  convinced 


of  the  truth  and  propriety  of  this  doctrine,  as  I  am  of  the 
doctrine  of  salvation  declared  to  man  in  the  sacred  Word 
of  God.  But  whilst  I  insist  upon  the  absolute  right  of  the 
southern  peo|)le  to  legal  protection  in  the  iiossession  and 
enjoyment  of  their  slave  propetry  in  the  Territories  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  power  and  duty  of  Congress  to  give 
such  protection,  I  utterly  deny  the  power  of  Congress,  under 
the  Constitution  or  otherwise,  to  exclude  slavery  from  the 
Territories,  or  of  abolishing  it,  if  there.  To  regulate  and 
protect  the  property  of  the  citizen  is  one  thing;  to  deprive 
liini  of  it  is  aiiotlier,  and  altogether  diflerent  thing.  One  is 
not  only  within  tlie  power  of  all  Governments,  hut  is  one 
of  the  main  objects  and  obligations  of  all  Govenunents. 
The  other  cannot  be  done  in  our  Governmoit  and  under 
our  Constitution,  except  for  'titc  public  me,'  and  not  then 
without  just  compensation  to  the  owner.  Such  is  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Federal  Constitution." 

Now,  sir,  if  I  ever  did  maintain  the  doctrine  of 
"poj)ular  sovereignty,"  as  explained,  advocated, 
and  enforced  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio  and  the 
great  majority  of  the  northern  Democracy,  I  have 
long  since  changed  iny  opinion,  and  repudiated  it 
as  a  heresy;  and  certainly,  sir,  it  is  more  honor- 
able to  renounce  error,  when  convinced  of  one, 
than  to  adhere  obstinately  to  it.  I  commend  the 
candor  and  honesty,  as  well  as  the  courage  and 
fortitude,  which  I  have  exhibited  in  this  respeet, 
to  the  imitation  of  the  Senator  from  Ohio.  But, 
sir,  I  fear  that,  instead  of  retracing  the  great  error 
into  which  that  Senator  and  thousands  of  his 
northern  Democratic  friends  have  fallen,  he  and 
they,  under  the  lead  of  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Douglas,]  are  plunging  deeper 
and  deeper  into  the  abyss  of  political  eiTor  and 
injustice. 

But,  sir,  what  did  I  say,  in  1848,  on  the  occasion 
alluded  to:  and  how  f;ir  did  I  adopt  or  advocate 
the  doctrine  of  "squatter  soven'ignty "  in  the 
Territories  of  the  United  States.'  L<t  the  circum- 
stances under  which  that  speech  was  delivered  be 
stated  and  remembered.  General  Cass  was  the 
presidential  candidate  of  the  Democratic  party, 
of  which  I  was  a  member.  General  Taylor  was 
the  opposing  candidate  of  the  Whig  party.  The 
Oregon  bill  was  under  discussion  in  the  House. 
The  northern  Free-Soil  ]>arty  having  the  majority 
in  that  body,  brought  forward  the  Wilmot  pro- 
viso, excluding  slavery  from  the  Territtny  of  Ore- 


gull.  Tlif  HuestiDii  wait  iijton  ihi-  mlujitioii  of  tlmt 
j)f(iM.si>.  ^!y  sp>-ooli  was  iuii-iidt  d  mainly  Hi*  "ii 
attack  upuii  tluit  ndioiis,  uiu'iitistiiiuioiial,  ui>JumI, 
and  jiisultiiig  indignity  to  tlie  snuthein  j>ui)|)l(.'. 
GtiicTttl  C'ass  luid  tiitlv  i\  sliiirt  time  previmisly 
proUuifd  his  oilebrattil  Niclmlstm  lLtiir,iii  which 
lie  ndviicntcd  thf  di)ctrini;  of*  po|iularsovcrLijjn- 
ty,"or  thf  non-iiUi-rvffuioii  of  Ci>n:,'rf8s  ujion  the 
Buhjerl  of  Klavcry  in  tlie  Territoriis.  Il  was  a 
new  dooiiiiu',  or,  at  any  rale,  it  was  new  to  me. 
It  was  plausihh-,  and,  even  with  tlie  ci>nstriietion 
which  (>onu-  tiu'ii  i)ut  upon  it,  and  whieh  now 
seems  to  be  the  settled  constructinn  of  the  north  ■ 
crn  Democracy,  it  was  considered  hy  many  south- 
ern men  as  less  obnoxious  to  objection  and  K'Ss 
dangeriiUH  in  its  practical  result.s  to  the  ri£;ht3and 
iuieresis  iif  the  Soutli  ilian  tlie  Wiiniot  proviso. 

There  were  two  ci>n.structiiins  g-iven  to  General 
Cass's  Nicholson  kiiir.  His  southern  friends 
and  supporters  maintained  that  it  meant  only  that 
Congress  was  not  to  intervene  to  establish  or  ex- 
cliuU  slavery,  but  that  the  peojde  of  a  Territory 
were  to  be  left  free  to  tlie  exercise  of  the  power 
of  decidiii!^  the  question  of  slavery  or  no  slavery 
when  they  came  to  form  a  constitution  and  State 
ejoveriiiiient  for  admission  inii)  the  Union.  That 
they  have  such  power  at  such  lime,  no  portion  of 
Uje  Di'mocrulic  jiarty,  North  or  South,  nave  ever 
diiiied  or  dis|)uied;  and  that  power,  to  be  exer- 
cisf  a  ifi  that  way  and  at  that  time,  has  been  uni- 
versally approved  by  the  southern  people  of  all 
parties.  The  southern  opponents  of  General  Cass 
asserted  that  he  meant  to  claim  for  the  people  of 
a  Territory  the  exclusive  jxiwer  and  ri^ht  to  de- 
terniine  that  question  at  any  time  during  their 
territorial  existence,  and  that  Cooijrcss  could  not 
intervene  tocorrect  or  annul  tlieir  decision.  Now, 
sir,  in  my  speech  of  1154^,  I  expressly  disclainietl 
the  intcnlion  to  express  any  opinion  or  make  any 
decision  upon  the  question  of  constitutional  power, 
either  in  Congress  or  the  Torritories,  except  so 
fur  as  to  deny  the  power  in  Coui^ress  to  prohiint 
or  exclude  slavery.  I  did  not  affirm  the  di^etrine 
of  consrressional  protection — neither  did  I  assert 
the  right  of  the  pijople  of  the  Territories,  during 
llieir  territorial  existence,  to  decide  the  question 
for  themst-lves.  I  maintained  only  the  total  want 
of  authority  in  Congress  to  exclude  slavery  by 
direct  jtruhibiiion. 

hi  true,  sir,  that,  in  the  speech  alluded  to,  I  did 
exjirtsa  my  willnigness,  waiving  the  question  of 
power.  Id  arquirsce,  as  a  matter  of  expediency, 
in  the  yriritr«;e  of  the  people  of  ilse  Territories 
to  establish  or  prohibit  slavery  al  any  lime.  I 
did  not  admit  it  iis  a  consiiiutioiuil  right.  1  con- 
sidered it,  and  tissented  to  it,  only  in  the  light  of 
expediency,  and  as  contrasted  in  that  resjiect  to 
the  Wilnn't  proviso;  and,  sir,  if  emigration  to  the 
Ttrriiories  hud  been  conducted  from  that  time  to 
this,  as  of  former  years,  in  the  natural  and  usual 
way;  if  ii  hadcontmued  tollow  into  iliem  through 
the  natural  and  regular  channels;  if  it  had  been 
let"t  to  the  control  and  promptings  of  individual 
intep'Jiis  aiul  inclinations;  if  no  extraneous  and 
extrtiordinary  inlhieiicos  had  been  brought  to  bear 
upon  il  for  the  accomplishment  of  poliiioal  oVjjicts; 
il'  no  spurious,  hot<bi  d  cmigmtion  liad  been 
poured  into  ihe  Territories,  supported  and  eis- 
coura?>d  by  norihern  abolition  aid  societies,  luid 
slimulalt  d  by  the  rabid  anti-alaverv  feeling  of  the 
free  States;  if  tlie  people  of  the  Territories,  formed 


into  political  communities  Iiy  gradual ,  regular,  and 
natural  einii^raiion,  and  af'u-r  territorial  govern- 
nuMii.s  had  b>-en  instituted  and  conferred  uiion 
them  by  Congress,  had  been  left,  unintiuenced  by 
outside  pressure,  to  form  their  political  and  do- 
mestic mstitutions  for  themselves,  no  southern 
man  would  probably  ever  have  complained  of  or 
denied  thini  ihat  privilege,  or  have  invoked  the 
power  and  duly  of  the  Federal  Government  to 
protect  alaveholding  emigrajits  in  the  possession 
of  their  slave  property. 

But,  sir,  the  history  of  emigration  into  the  Ter- 
ritories for  the  last  ten  or  twelve  years, has  taught 
ihe  southern  pk-ople  a  severe  and  salutary  lesson. 
It  has  opened  their  eyes  to  the  inevitabli'  eftects 
and  fatal  nsults  of  the  "squatter  sovereignty" 
doctrine  of  Gi-neral  Cass  and  liis  northern  friends. 
Th';  settlement  and  fate  of  California  satisfied  me 
and  the  whole  South,  that  under  that  doctrine, as 
the  established  policy  of  the  Government,  the 
soutlurn  peoi)le,  with  their  slave  property,  would 
be  a.s  efl'ectually  excluded  from  all  the  public  Ter- 
ritories as  they  could  possibly  be  by  the  Wilmot 
proviso.  The  emigration  to  California  was  under 
the  general  impression  and  understanding  thai 
Congress  v/uulil  nut  interfere  to  change  the  local 
Mexican  law  which  prohibited  slavery,  but  would 
leave  tht;  people  to  establish  and  regulate  their 
doini'stic  institutions  in  ihi  irown  way.  Congress, 
in  fact,  refused  and  neglected  to  establish  any 
territorial  government,  but  left  the  people,  who 
swarmed  into  that  country  from  the  great  northern 
free-soil  hive, to  setup  a  government  of  their  own, 
and  admitted  her  into  the  Union  with  an  anti-sla- 
very constitution.  The  "Free-Soil"  majority 
which  then  controlled  Congress  knew  well  that 
such  would  be  the  result  of  the  "  non-iniervention" 
action  of  the  Federal  Govornment.  The  northern 
Whigs  insisted  upon  positive  proliibilion.  The 
norihern  Democrats,  whilst  ihoy  reinidiated  the 
Wilmot  proviso,  were  unwilling  to  give  the  jjrotec- 
tion  of  Federal  laws  to  slavery,  and  left  the  whole 
subject  to  the  people  of  the  Territory.  The  result 
was  what  all  parties  exi)ected  and  anticipated,  and 
what  all  parties  at  the  North  desired  and  intended. 
The  Mexican  law  prohibited  slavery.  Slavery 
could  not,  therefore,  be  safely  introduced  into  Cal- 
\  ifornia.  No  man  would  risk  such  valuable  pro- 
I  perly  when  it  had  no  reliable  protection.  Few  of 
i  the  southern  people  emigrated  to  California;  none 
of  them  carried  their  slaves  with  them.  The  con- 
I  sequence  was  inevitable.  A  State  government 
was  form'.'d,  without  any  previous  territorial  gov- 
ernment, and  without  the  authority  of  Congress; 
slavery  was  excluded,  and  tlie  Stale  admitted  into 
^  the  Union. 

I      Sir,  I  saw  then  the  practical  operation  of  the 
I  new  dogma  of"  popular  sovereignty."    Itroused 
j  me,  as  well  as  the  South  geiieraliy,  to  a  more  crit- 
ical examination  of  the  whole  subject,  and  1  be- 
came convinced  at  an  early  day  that  the  doctrine  of 
\  "non-intervention,"  as  inter]ireled  by  its  northern 
,  adv<»cates,  tliou;;hplausibIi;,  wasaserroneous  as  it 
was  delusive  and  fatal  to  the  rights  of  the  .southern 
people.     I  was,  in  Id.'jO,  one  of  the  most  decided 
i  opponents  of  the  admission  of  California  into  the 
I  Union.     I  opposed  the  whole  batch  of  the  com- 
promise measures  of  that  memorable  period.     I 
oppos'.'d  ihem  because  they  recognized  the  doctrine 
'  of  "squatursovereignty,    and  were  founded  upon 
'  and  connected  with  the  admission  of  California 


into  the  Union  with  n  froc-Stnto  constitution.  Sir, 
wliL'ii  tlic  soutlurn  pooplo,  ujion  a  nioro  nifituro 
invi'fcitigation  of  tlic  doctrine  in  qiU'Stion,  iind  a 
kiiowiiiige  of  its  pracliwil  working^s  in  the  case  of 
California,  canio  to  understand  its  true  cliaracter 
and  beririni^,  and  to  conipreliend  and  appreciate 
their  just  r^ights  under  tlie  Conntilution,  and  as 
equals  in  llie  Confederacy,  they  nniversallv  rejui- 
diatcd  and  eondeniued  it.  Anil  when  the  Kansas- 
Nebraska  bill  was  jiassed,  receivinj;,  as  it  did,  the 
sanction  of  the  great  body  of  the  soulhern  people 
of  all  parties,  it  was  witli  the  universal  under- 
standing at  the  South  tliat,  it  did  not  contain  the 
doctrine  of  "  squatter  sovereign  ty  "  as  ad  vanced  by 
General  Cass,  and  subsequently  so  strenuously 
sustained  and  urged  by  tiie  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Illinois.  [Air  Douglas,]  and  his  anti- 
Leeompton  friends. 

The  language  of  a  }iart  of  the  thirty-second  sec- 
tion of  tliat  bill,  as  applicable  to  Kansas,  reads  as 
follows: 

"  It  being  tiie  true  intent  :uul  iiieaiiin!!  of  tliis  act  not  to 
lojir-Iate  slavery  iiilo  any  Territory  or  State,  nor  to  exclude 
it  tiierelroni.  but  to  leave  t!ie  i)COi)Ie  tlier.^o!"  lurlectly  free 
to  form  and  regulate  tlieir  doniestie  institutions  in  their 
own  wav,  subject  onlv  to  tlie  Constitution  ol' tlie  United 
State;'."' 

iS'ow%  sir,  what  we  of  the  South  understood  by 
this  clause,  was,  that  Congress  was  not  to  assume 
the  power  or  attempt  to  establish  slavery  in  Kan- 
sas or  to  exclude  li  therefrom — that  Congress 
should  not  declare,  by  resolution  or  law,  either 
that  slavery  should  exist  or  should  not  exist  in 
Kansas;  but  that  the  people  of  that  Territory, 
when  forming  a  State  constitution  for  the  pur- 
pose of  admission  into  the  Union,  had  the  jjower, 
and  should  be  left  perfectly  free  to  exercise  it,  of 
establishing  or  excluding  slavery,  as  in  their  sov- 
ereign capacity  of  a  State  they  might  choose  and 
determine.  Such,  sir,  was  our  understanding  of 
the  Kansas  bill;  such  the  general  interpretation 
of  it  at  the  South;  such  the  uniform  construction 
put  upon  it  by  all  the  southern  people  from  that 
day  to  l\u-i.  To  that  doctrine  I  have  never  been 
opposed;  on  the  contrary,  I  advocated  it  in  1848, 
and  have  ever  since  given  it  my  cordial  sanction. 

But  neither  I,  or  any  other  southern  man,  as 
far  as  1  know,  have  ever  admitted  the  right  of  the 
people  of  a  Territory  to  decide  thi'  question  of  sla- 
very or  no  slavery,  at  any  time  during  their  terri- 
torial existence,  or  before  the  formation  of  a  Stale 
constitution.  The  people  of  a  Territory,  after  the 
formation  of  a  territorial  goverinnent  by  Congress, 
and  under  the  power  of  legislation  conferred  upon 
them  by  the  organic  act,  may,  through  their  Ter- 
ritorial Legislature,  recognize  the  existence  of  sla- 
very, if  it  in  fact  exists  in  the  Territory,  and  pass 
laws  to  regulate  and  protect  it.  This  power  can, 
in  my  opinion,  bo  exercised  by  Congress  itself, 
as  I  shall  hereafter  attempt  to  show,  and  may 
therefore  be  rightfully  conferred  upon  the  Terri- 
tories; but  1  deny,  and  so  do  the  southern  people 
deny,  that  the  Kansas-Nebraska  act  conferred,  or 
intended  to  confer,  upon  the  territorial  govern- 
ments enacted  by  that  act,  the  power  to  exclude, 
prohibit,  or  abolish  slavery.  We  deny  that  Con- 
gress itself  has  any  such  pow-er,  and  in  this  pcisi- 
tion  we  have  been  sustained  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Dred  Scott.  If 
Congress  could  not  exercise  that  power  itself,  it 
could  not  confer  it  upon  the  territorial  govern- 
ment; and  surely  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  in 


passing  the  Kansas  bill,  and  in  using  the  language 
to  which  I  have  referred  and  quoU'd,  Congress  in- 
tended to  confer  a  jiower  which  it  did  not  itself 
possess,  and  which  it  coidd  not  exercise  without 
a  gross  usurpalioii.  Such  a  presum])tion  would 
stultify  the  Congress  of  1854,  which  j)assed  that 
bill,  and  make  it  odious  and  contemjitibli;  in  the 
eyes  of  all  inieliigent  and  lionorable.  mi'ii.  ' 

Hut,  sir,  what  constructimi  has  been  j)Ut  upon 
that  act  by  a  large  portion,  if  not  a  majority  of 
the  northern  Democracy?  What  construction  has 
been  put  uponit  i)y  Judge  Douglas  and  thatlarge, 
respectable,  and  powerful  section  of  the  northern 
Democracy  which  has  followed  his  lead  on  this 
important  subject?  And  under  what  circumstances 
and  inthu'nces  wat;  Kansas  settled  up  and  its  fate 
as  a  political  community  and  State  decided  ?  The 
Senator  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Puc;n]  knows,  the  Sen- 
ate knows,  the  whole  country  knows,  that  from 
the  very  passage  of  the  Kansas  bill,  it  was  con- 
tended, asserted,  and  urged,  by  Judge  Douglas 
and  the  northern  Democracy  that  it  not  only  con- 
ferred the  power,  but  was  intended  by  its  framcrs 
to  confer  the  power  on  the  people  of  that  Terri- 
tory, to  establish  or  prohibit  slavery  at  pleasure, 
or,  in  the  language  of  the  bill  itself,  "  to  form  and 
regulate  their  domestic  institutions  in  their  own 
way,  subjiict  only  to  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,"  at  any  and  all  times  during  the  ex- 
istence of  the  territorial  government;  and  it  was 
further  contended  and  urged,  that  the  exclusion, 
jirohibition,  or  abolition  of  slavery  by  the  Terri- 
torial Legislature  was  no  violation  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States,  and  might,  therefore, 
be  rightfully  done. 

Sir,  it  was  with  this  construction  of  that  act, 
and  under  the  impression  prevailing  all  over  the 
free  States,  that  those  emigrant  aid  societies  were 
formed  from  the  hot-beds  of  northern  abolition- 
ism, which  poured  their  thousands,  armed  with 
carpet  bags  and  Sharpe's  rifles,  into  Kansas  to 
make  up  a  majority  of  its  ]">opulalion ,  to  control  the 
Terril(n-ial  Legislature,  and  fix  its  political  com- 
plexion and  destiny  as  a  free  State.  It  was  with 
this  understanding  that  the  northern  Abolitionists 
pushed  torward  at  the  very  outset  their  mongrel 
hordes  of  free-soil  emigrants,  with  the  object  and 
determination  of  controlling  the  question  by  the 
power  of  numbers  and  thi;  force  of  arms.  It  is 
true,  sir,  that  under  the  influence  of  the  early  emi- 
gration from  Missouri,  the  most  contiguous  and 
convenient  Stat(;,  the  first  Legislature  of  Kansas 
did  recognize  the  existence  of  slavery,  and  passed 
laws  for  its  regulation  and  protection.  They  es- 
tablished what  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Air. 
Douglas]  and  others  have  so  often  and  so  con- 
temptuously designated  as  a  "slave  code;"  but 
how  long  did  it  exist  ?  No  longer  than  the  north- 
ern construction  of  the  Kansas-Nebraska  act  could 
W(jrk  out  its  legitimate  and  curtain  results.  As 
soon  as  slavery  was  recognized  by  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Kansas,  the  northern  abolition  sentiment 
was  aroused;  it  raised  its  gorgon  head  and  hands 
and  soon  overran  Kansas  witli  its  abolition  scum. 
The  violent,  heated,  and  bloody  character  of  the 
contest  for  supremacy;  the  uncertainty  of  its  re- 
sult; the  doubtful  security  of  slave  proiierty,  and 
the  dangerof  ils  final  and  total  loss,  deterred  emi- 
gration from  the  southern  States,  whilst  most  of 
those  who  had  gone  into  the  Territory  with  their 
slaves  at  an  early  day,  abandoned  it  in  disgust  or 
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fear,  and  I>ft  it  to  ihi;  foreible  and  l)Ioodjr  j>i 
aessioii  of  the  AboliiioiiJRts. 

Thf  rlosin;^  scone  and  final  nsult  of  tlif  work- 
ings of  the  "  squatter  Hoven-i'j^nty"  doctrine  and 
policy  of  the  Senator  fri>M>  Illinois,  and  his  north- 
ern Democratic  frii-iids  and  fiillowers,  we  are 
probably  about  to  wiines.i,  at  ihis  session,  in  the 
adniissioii  of  Kansas  as  a  trre  State,  and  with  an 
abolition  llepri'sentativf,and  two  Senators  on  the 
floor  of  Coni^p-ss.  Such,  sir,  have  been  the  fruits 
of  the  Kansas  bill,  as  construed  and  enforced  by 
its  uurihern  author  and  friends;  and  such  will, 
and  erer  must  be,  the  result  of  all  similar  acts  of 
Congress,  if  this  northern  construction  shall  be- 
come the  s>ttlt  d  j)olii-y  of  thf  Government  and 
people  of  thi- United  States.  The  southern  people 
can  never  run  the  risk  of  taking  their  slave  prop- 
erly into  u  Territory,  no  matter  how  well  adanti.-d 
to  slavery,  if  it  has  to  depend  upon  the  precarious 
will  of  thi-  people  of  the  Territory  for  protection. 
Looking  at  the  history  and  fate  r)f  California  and 
Kansas,  and  at  the  deep-rooted,  wide-spread,  and 
rancorous  anti-slavery  policy  of  tie-  northern  peo- 
ple, their  well-settled,  well-undersiood,  and  hxed 
determination  never  to  It  it  extend  iieyond  its 
presen  t  limits,  and  their  sujierior  facilities  of  throw- 
ing emigrants  at  will,  and  in  any  number,  into 
the  Territories,  no  prudent  man  will  ever  carry 
his  slaves  into  a  Territory  to  be  subjected  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  the  abolition  squatters. 

Sir,  this  "squatter  sovereignty"  doctrine  of 
yielding  to  the  people  of  the  Territories  the  power 
and  the  right  at  any  time  to  exclude  orabolisii  sla- 
very, by  territorial  legislation,  is  as  elfectual  a  bar 
against  the  adinis.iion  or  estal)lishment  of  slavery 
in  any  territory  which  the  people  of  the  United 
States  may  now  possess,  or  may  hereafter  acquire, 
as  the  Wilmot  proviso  or  any  other  congressional 
prohibition.  Its  practical  effects  are  fatal  to  the 
expansion  of  southern  institutions — it  is  a  practi- 
cal denial  of  the  right  and  i>rivilege  of  the  south- 
ern pe-onle  to  emigrati;  to  the  common  territories 
of  the  Cnion;  for  the  right  to  emigrate  to  them 
without  the  right  to  take  any  and  all  property 
which  legally  belongs  to  them,  is  an  insult  and 
restriction  to  which  no  man  of  honor  or  spirit 
would  submit;  and  yet,  sir.  Judge  DorcL.vs  and 
a  large  portion  of  t)ie  northern  Democracy  have 
gone  far  beyond  this  delusive  and  fatal  squatter 
sovereignty  doctrine  and  policy  as  originally  pro- 
pounded by  General  Cass,  and  advocated  by  the 
mass  of  northern  Democrats.  Geiii-ral  Cass  and 
his  school  of  politicians  never  claimed  the  power 
and  right  in  the  people  of  the  Territories  to  act 
upon  or  decide  the  question  of  slavery  or  no  sla- 
very, before  or  without  the  formation  of  a  terri- 
torial government  by  Congress;  but  the  distin- 
Sished  Senator  from  Illinois,  in  his  celebrated 
arper's  Magazine  article,  asserts  th:'.t  power  in 
the  people,  with  or  without  a  territorial  govern- 
ment erected  by  C'ongre.ss.  He  claims  sox-erei^i 
power  in  the  people  of  the  territories — he  claims 
that  as  soon  as  they  hav<-  sutHcient  numbers  to 
form  a  political  comnumity,  they  may  set  up  a 
government  of  their  own,  without  the  authority 
of  the  Federal  Government,  and  regulate  and  con- 
trol all  their  internal  polity,  subject  to  the  super- 
vision of  no  tribunal  whatever.  In  other  words, 
he  asserts  the  do. •trine  that  tliey  are  elotlnd  with 
the  attributes  and  can  exercise  all  the  powers  of 
a  sovereign  State, and  do  anything  which  asovcr- 


^ri  State  can  do  under  the  Constitution.  Such 
is  the  extra(»rdinary  position  and  monstrous  doe- 
trine  of  this  new  school  of  northern  Democratic 
politicians! 

Now,  sir,  what  chance  would  the  South  ever 
have  under  this  doctrine  to  obtain  or  control  an- 
otlier  foot  of  territorial  soil?  And  yet,  sir,  the 
Senator  from  Ohio  asserts  the  sounclness  of  the 
northern  Democracy  upon  this  inqjorlant  and  vital 
ipiestion  to  the  South — lie  and  his  northern  fri>'nds 
insist  that  they  are  ready  to  yield  to  the  southern 
people  all  their  constitutional  rights — to  treat  them 
as  equals  in  the  Union,  and  do  them  justice !  Sir, 
;iway  with  sucli  rights  as  these;  away  with  such 
equality;  away  with  such  justice!  It  is  "  holding 
the  promise  to  the  ear,  only  to  break  it  to  the 
hope."  No,  sir;  the  Sovuh  can  rely  on  no  such 
uni-ertain  tenure  as  "squatter  soveri'ignty,"  in 
any  shape  or  form.  She  must  have  protection, 
direct,  certain,  permanent  protection  to  her  slave 
property  in  the  Territories  of  the  United  States 
throughout  the  existence  of  the  territorial  govern- 
ments. She  is  entitled  to  it,  and  she  di  mands  it. 
When  and  by  whom  sliall  it  be  granted  and  se- 
cured? A  portion  of  the  northern  Democracy, 
j)erhaps  the  soundt-st  and  best  disjiosed  part  of 
th'-in,  tell  us  that  we  mu.st  rely  on  the  courts.  If 
we  move  into  the  Territ(jries  with  our  slave  prop- 
erty, and  our  rights  of  properly  in  our  slaves  sliall 
be  violated,  we  must  resort  to  legal  redress.  Sir, 
under  what  law  ?  Congress,  you  say,  cannot  and 
shall  not  jMOvide  a  "  slave  code"  for  theTerrilo- 
ries.  Congress  shall  jiass  no  law  for  your  protec- 
tion and  the  ent'oreement  of  your  rights.  Who 
then  is  to  make  one?  To  preserve  our  jjroperty 
from  injury  or  In.ss,  we  nutst  have  laws  denning 
rights  and  providing  remedies. 

Shall  we  depend  upon  the  Territorial  Legisla- 
turi-8  to  recognize  our  rights  of  property  in  slaves, 
and  provide  us  n-medii-s  for  their  violation?  Is 
that  the  tribunal  to  which  you  would  remit  us  for 
protection?  What  is  that  but  "squatter  sover- 
eignty"  in  unadulteratiil  form  ?  A  Territorial  Le- 
gislature composed  of  such  men  as  Seward,  Ha  1.K, 
Wilson,  Giddings,  Smith,  and  Garrison,  v/ho 
openly  deny  that  property  can  exist  in  man — 
would  such  a  Legislature  recognize  slavery,  de- 
fine th-  rights  nf  the  slaveholder,  and  establish  a 
process  by  whieli  those  rights  could  be  enforced.- 
instead  of  these  things,  we  should  have  laws  de- 
nying the  right  to  hold  slaves;  making  it  peiint 
for  any  officer  or  other  person  tt»  assist  in  tlm  cap- 
ture or  n.-eovery  of  a  slav4';  closing  the  iloors  of 
every  jail  and  prison  in  thcTeiTilorie.s  totheslave- 
holder,  as  a  place  of  security  for  his  runaway, 
stolen,  or  rebellious  negro.  Why,  sir,  what  a 
farce;  what  a  mockery '■  whatan  insuk  to  thc-south- 
ern  p<-ople  to  j)ut  their  rights  upon  such  a  basis! 
And  yet,  you  who  ;id\ocate  this  doctrine,  tell  u.s 
you  are  sound  on  this  question  of  slavery,  and  are 
ever  ready  to  yield  to  your  southern  brethren  all 
their  just  rights,  and  accord  to  them  perfeel  equal- 
ity in  the  Union!  Why,  sir,  how  much  more  jus: 
I  or  generous  are  you  to  us,  upon  this  important, 
I  exciting,  and  vital  question  of  slavery  in  the  Ter- 
ritories than  the  Rej.ublican  parly?  They  tell 
I  us,  in  plain  language,  that  they  do  not  intend  that 
\  slavery  sUall  ever  be  established  in  another  Ter- 
ritory of  the  United  Slates;  that  it  .shall  neverex- 
tend  an  inch  beyond  its  present  limits.  They  say 
that  Congress  has  the  power,  under  the  Conali- 


tution,  to  fxcludo  slnvory  from  the  Territorios, 
iiiid  that,  ■w'hciii'vcr  tlioy  cnii  odntrol  tlie  subject, 
Coiigross  sliall  cxi'ludo  it.  This  is  ojm'ii,  |ilaiii, 
emphatic  languagi";  everybody  understands  it,  and 
c-an  act  u]ion  that  understanding. 

Tosuchli'S'islatidn  tlieS<iuth  willnevcr.submit — 
such  ajinijiiliition  impo-si-d  by  tlie  Federal  Govern- 
ment would  justify  and  produce  an  immediate  dis- 
solution of  tlie  Union.  Georgia  has  so  solemnly 
decl;u-ed,  and  most  of  the  southern  States  have 
sanctioned  and  approved  the  declaration.  And 
yet,  sir,  how  nuich   better  for  the  Soutli,  in   its 

Practical  result,  is  the  doctrine  of  the  northern 
•emocracy,  esjiecially  that  portion  of  it  led  by 
the  Senator  from  Illinois?  They  say  to  us,  you 
are  joint  and  equal  owners  with  us  of  the  com- 
mon Territories.  You  have  the  undoubted  right  to 
move  into  and  settle  upon  them.  You  have  the 
right  to  carry  with  you  any  and  all  property  which 
tlic  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  the  con- 
stitutions or  laws  of  your  own  States  recognize  as 
proi>erty;  but  when  you  get  there  with  yours/arcs, 
you  must  depend  upon  the  Territorial  Legislature 
or  the  courts  for  their  protection,  enjoyment,  and 
securitA-.  If  the  Legislatures  recognize  your  rights 
and  afiford  you  remedies  for  their  violation;  if 
they  think  proper  to  establish  a  "  slave  code"for 
j'our  benefit,  well  and  good — they  Imve  tlie  ])ower 
to  do  it,  and  perhaps  ought  to  do  it;  but  if  they 
refuse  or  fail  to  do  it,  and  you  lose  your  slave 
property,  we  cannot  help  it.  We  cannot  agree 
that  Congress  has  the  power;  we  cannot  consent 
that  it  should  exercise  it  if  it  has;  we  cannot  per- 
mit it  to  pass  any  law  for  its  protection  and  secu- 
rity; we  insisi  that  the  doctrine  of  "  non-interven- 
tion" shall  be  the  settled  law  and  policy  of  the  : 
Democratic  party  and  the  Government.  ; 

Now,  sirs,  tell  me  if  this  is  not  more  disin- 
genuous and  equally  as  fatal  to  slavery  in  the  Ter- 
ritories as  the  Wihnot  proviso?    No  honest  man 
can  deny  it.    And  yet  you  call  your.selves  sound 
on  this  subject,  and,  like  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  i 
denounce  any  one  who  dares  to  call  your  sound-  i 
ness  in  question.      And,  sir,  I  have  even  been  i 
warned  and  urged  by  southern  Senators  to  deal  ] 
more  tenderly  with  the  northern  Democracy,  and  \ 
not  to  strike  blows  in  tlie  house  of  friends.     Sir,  1 
I  shall  never  cease,  whilst  I  have  a  voice  here  or  I 
elsewhere,  to  expose  and  denounce  the  deceptive  ' 
and  delusive  promises  and  professions  of  any  and 
every  party  which  denies  justice  or  inflicts  wrong  ; 
upon  my  constituents.    The  southern  people  have 
fhe  right  to  go  into  the  public  territories   with 
their  slave  property.    They  are  entitled  to  have 
that  property  protected  and  secured  by  law  whilst 
there.     Congress  has  the  power,  in  my  opinion, 
to  grant  it,  and  it  is  the  sacred  duty  of  Congress  | 
to  give  it.    And  nov/,  sir,  as  to  the  power  of  Con-  i 
gress  over  this  subject.     I  assert  the  power  and  ! 
the  duty  of  Congress  to  pass  laws  for  the  protec-  ' 
tion  and  regulation  of  slave  property  wherever  it ' 
exists  or  may  exist  in  the  Territories  of  the  Uni- 
ted States.     I  do  not  derive  that  power  from  any 
express  grant  in  the  Constitution.     There  is  no 
euch  express  grant.     The  Constitution  nowhere  ' 
gives  to  Congress  in  express  terms  the  power  or  i 
the  right  to  acquire  territory,  except  to  receive  a  I 
grant  of  territory  for  the  seat  of  the  national  Gov-  } 
ernment,  not  exceeding  ten  miles  square.  t 

It  is  true  that  the  Constitution  contemplates  the  | 
acquisition  of  territory  by  the  Federal  Govern- 


ment,  for   it  expressly  grants   to  Congress  the 
I  power  "  to  dispose  of  the  territory  and  other  prop- 
'  erty  of  the  United  States."     This  evidently  con- 
templated a  future  acquisition  of  territory,  as,  at 
the  time  of  the  formation   and  adoption  of  the 
Constitution  the  Federal  Government  Indd  and 
\  owned  no  territory  whatever.     The  right  to  ac- 
;  quire  territory  by  gift,  purchase,  or  conquest  is 
j  an  attribute  and  incident  of  sovereignty.     The 
Constitution  recognizes  and  implies  it — the  nects- 
sily  of  the  case  justifies  and  sanctions  it.     Terri- 
}  tory  was  acquired  by  the  Federal  Government  at 
{  an  early  day  after  its  formation,  and  whilst  the 
;  framcrs  of  the  Constitution  or  many  of  them  were 
[  in  the  councils  of  the  nation  giving  their  sanction 
I  to  the  acquisition.     Numerous  acquisitions  have 
I  since  been  made,  and  the  power  to  make  them 
!  has  never  been  disnuted.     The  power  to  acquire 
i  and  hold,  necessarily  implies  the  power  to  govern , 
'  the  one  follows  the  other  as  clearly  and  fully  as 
I  the  right  to  enjoy  property  follows  the  right  to 
i  acquire  it  in  all  civilized  countries.     When  terri- 
tory is  obtained  by  the  Federal  Government,  act- 
j  ing  as  the  agent  of  the  States  and  the  people,  and 
j  such  territory  has  inhabitants,  who  is  to  govern 
i  them?    They  become  the  citizens  and  subjects 
of  the  Government  which  owns  the  soil  upon 
I  which  they  live;  and  shall  not  that  Government 
!  control  them  ?  They  must  be  controlled  and  gov- 
!  erned  by  some  power,  otherwise  they  might  as- 
sert their  independence  and  establish  a  govern- 
ment of  their  own,  as  the  Mormons  lately  attempted 
to  do  in  Utah;  and  we  should  have  the  anomaly 
of  an  "  imperium  in  hnperio" — a  government  and 
people  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States, 
located  on  the  soil  of  the  United  States,  and  yet 
independent  of  its  control  and  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  a  foreign  Power.  Such  a  state  of  things 
would  be  contrary  to  the  history,  practice,  and  pol- 
icy of  all  nations  and  wholly  incompatible  with 
tlie  dignity  and  safety  of  our  own  Government. 

Who,  then,  is  to  govern  the  people  of  a  terri- 
tory acquired,  held,  and  owned  by  the  United 
States?  The  States  cannot  govern  them;  if  so, 
tliere  would  be  as  many  Governments  as  there 
were  States,  all  clashing  with  each  other.  Such  a 
state  of  things  would  be  impossible  and  inadmis- 
sible. Can  the  people  of  such  territory  set  up  a 
Government  without  the  authority  of  Congress: 
Could  they  rightfully  exercise  sovereign  power: 
Such  is  the  doctrine  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
[Mr.  Douglas,]  but  I  deny  it.  To  yield  them  the 
possession  of  such  power  would  be  to  ignore  the 
theory  and  practice  of  our  Government  from  its 
formation  to  the  present  day.  Congress  governed 
the  Northwest  Territory,  ceded  to  the  Federal 
Government  by  Virginia;  Congress  governed  the 
Territories  of  Mississippi  and  Alabama,  ceded  by 
Georgia;  Congress  governed  the  Territory  of 
Louisiana,  obtained  from  France;  of  Florida,  ob- 
tained from  Spain;  Congress  governed  Oregon, 
and  has  governed  every  Territory  which  has  ever 
been  acquired,  with  a  solitary  excejilion.  I  allude 
to  California.  And  even  in  that  case  a  quasi  Fed- 
eral Government  was  instituted  in  the  lorm  of  a 
military  power  exercised  by  an  oflicor  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  Army  and  his  subordinates,  with  the 
sanction  of  the  t'ederal  Executive.  It  is  true  that 
California  did  set  up  a  government  for  herself, 
without  the  authority  or  consent  of  Congress,  but 
it  was  a  usurpation.     It  was  acquiesced  in,  and 
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cured  by  her  subsoqui'iitnilmission  into  the  Union; 
but  it  \v«8  IK)  K'S8  a  usur|>titii>n  of  powers  wliieh 
residtil  in  the  Ftdcrnl  Govirnmeiit,  and  reaidud 
nowhi-re  i-lse. 

It  may  bi-  stiid  that,  in  nil  the  casL-s  alludud  to, 
Cnn;jr<s8  did  not  govtrn  the  Territories  directly 
by  Ftdtrnl  laws  oik- rating  upon  the  jieoplc.  Thia 
WHS  mainly  true;  nut  it  i.<  a  well-stttled  principle 
that  whatever  one  does  by  an  agent,  he  does  by 
tiimst'lf.  It  is  true  that,  in  most  if  not  in  all  these 
cases,  there  were  territorial  j;jovernments  which 
governed  tlie  jieonle;  but  tliey  were  all  established 
by  Coiigrrss,  anu  were  dependent  on  it,  not  only 
for  birth,  but  for  coiitimitd  life.  Congress  might 
have  ttbolisiied  these  governments  at  any  time, and 
reassumed  a  direct  governing  power.  The  gov- 
ernment of  the  Territories,  therefore,  belongs  to 
Congress,  and  to  Congress  alone.  It  exists  from 
the  Very  necessity  of  the  case,  and  from  tlie  rela- 
tion which  the  Federal  Government  holds  tO'^ 
wards  ihe  Territories  and  their  owners — the  people 
of  the  United  States.  Congress  holds  the  property 
as  trustee  for  the  benefit  of  tlie  States  and  the  people 
of  the  States,  who  are  the  cestui  que  trusts.  The 
universally-admitted  obligation  of  all  trustees  is 
to  manage  and  control  the  trust  property  to  the 
best  advaiiiwge  and  interest  of  the  owners — the 
cestui  que  trusts.  Congress  could  not  execute  this 
trust  fully  and  faithfully;  it  could  not  carry  out 
that  obligation,  unless  the  power  to  control  and 
govern  the  occupants  of  the  soil  be  vested  in  the 
trustee — the  Fedoml  Government.  Congress  may, 
therefore,  must  and  ought  to,  exercise  the  power 
of  governing  the  people  of  the  Territories,  unless 
it  shall,  in  its  sovereign  will  and  pleasuri',  transfer 
that  power  to  another  and  subordinate  jurisdic-  j 
tion.  Congress  may  erect  a  territorial  govern- 
ment, and  clothe  it  with  all  the  powers  of  legisla-  ' 
tion  which  it  could  rightfully  exercise  itself,  but  I' 
with  none  other.  '' 

If  the  people  of  tho  Territories  arc  sovereign  | 
and  independent  of  the  Federal  Government;  if] 
thev  can  manage  their  own  political  concerns  in  ' 
their  own  way,  without  the  authority  or  control  ^ 
of  Congress;  If  they  have  all  the  powers  of  a  State  ; 
government  in  relation  to  their  internal  and  do- 
mestic polity,  as  asserted  by  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  and  liis  followers,  why  has  Congress,  in 
all  and  every  act  organizing  territorial  govern-, 
ments,  undertaken  to  appoint  a  Governor,  and  set  1 
him  over  the  people;  to  define  his  powers  and  limit ; 
his  term  of  office.'     Why  has  Congress  in  every  • 
case  j>rovided  for  a  Territorial  Legislature,  estab- ; 
iishing  two  branches,  prescribing  the  number  for 
each  HouKe,  and  their  qualifications.'     Why  fix 
the  seat  of  government  ?  Why  prescribe  the  qual- 
ification of  electors.'     Why  establish  a  judiciary, 
prescribing  the  number  of  the  judges,  their  tenure 
of  office,  the  number  of  terms  to  be  held,  and  de- 
termining their  jurisdiction?    Why  did  Congress 
do  all  these  things,  and  many  more — nay,  sir,  1 
may  say  a  thousand  others — which  can  only  be 
done   by  a  sovereign,  su]ierior,  and  controlling 
power?    The  truth  is,  sir,  that  Congress  has  ex- 
ercised tlie  jiower  of  legislating  for  every  Terri- 
tory which  ha.s  ever  been  acquired , and  over  which 
a   territorial   government  has  been    established, 
transferring  to  the  territorial  government  such  ' 
parts  of  its  governing  jxiwer  as  convenience  and 
sound  p(dicy  dictated.    It  exercised  the  power  of 
legislnUon  as  a  sovereign  in  many  important  par- 


ticulars, in  the  very  bill  drawn  up  and  advocated 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Douglas]  for 
the  government  of  Kansas  and  Nebraska.  I'lierc 
is  scarcely  a  section  of  that  bill  that  does  not  either 
make  laws  for  the  people  of  those  Territories,  or 
whicii  does  not  confer  power  on  the  territorial 
government  to  make  such  laws,  or  which  does  not 
restrain  the  people  from  the  exercise  of  sovereign 
power. 

The  si.xth  section  of  the  bill  declares  that  "  the 
legislative  power  of  the  Territories  shall  extend  to 
all  rightful  subjects  of  le^i.slation  consistent  with 
the  Constitution  of  tlie  Lnited  States  and  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act."  It  was  this  grant  alone 
which  created  or  conferred  power  upon  the  Ter- 
ritories to  make  laws  for  tne  government  of  the 
people.  I  f  not,  why  make  the  grant  ?  If  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Territories  had  the  sovereign  power  to 
govern  themselves,  without  any  grant  from  Con- 
gress, tlun  it  was  unnecessary,  nugatory,  and 
worse  than  useless,  to  confer  such  power  in  the 
organic  act.  It  would  havestultified  the  Congress 
of  1854,  and  especially  th(  authors  of  the  bill. 
No,  sir,  there  can  be  no  earthly  doubt  or  difficulty 
on  the  subject.  From  tho  beginning  of  the  Gov- 
ernment to  this  day,  Congress  has  exercised,  with 
the  approval  of  all  parties,  the  right  to  govern  the 
Territories,  either  by  laws  operating  directly  upon 
them,  or  through  territorial  governments,  set  up 
and  established  by  Congress.  But  whilst  Con- 
gress possesses  the  power  of  legislating  directly 
for  the  Territories,  and  of  governing  them  by  con- 
gressional statutes,  as  it  does  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  yet  that  power  must  be  exercised  con- 
sistent with  and  not  derogatory  to  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.  It  cannot  pass  any  law 
or  exercise  any  power  inconsisteiu  with  the  Con- 
stitution. Laws  recognizing  the  existence  of  sla- 
'  very,  protectiug  slave  property,  and  regulating 
I  the  relations  of  master  and  slave  in  the  Territories, 
cannot  be  inconsistent  with  the  Constitution. 

The  Constitution  expressly  recognizes  property 
in  slaves;  it  prescribes  rights  in  the  owner  and 
remedies  for  their  violation.  Congress  could  un- 
doubtedly pass  laws  regulating  the  relations  be- 
tween parent  and  child,  guardian  and  ward,  hus- 
band and  wife,  in  a  Territory.  No  one,  I  think, 
will  dispute  this.  It  may  pass  such  laws  in  ad- 
vance of  po|)ulation;  it  may  anticipate  the  settle- 
ment of  a  wild  and  uninhabited  Territory,  and 
make  laws  for  the  government  of  such  persons  as 
may  subsequently  go  into  them.  Certainly,  there- 
fore, if  slavery  exists  in  a  Territory,  if  the  rela- 
tion of  master  and  slave  actually  exist.  Congress 
may  regulate  that  relation  by  defining  the  rights 
of  the  owner,  and  prescribing  n-mediesfor  him  if 
those  rights  are  invaded  or  infringed.  And  if  it 
can  pass  laws  to  regulate  the  other  domestic  rela- 
tions in  advance  of  population  and  in  anticipation 
of  emigration,  why  may  it  not  do  the  same  thing 
for  the  relation  of  master  and  slave?  And,  sir,  if 
Congress  can  make  laws  for  the  protection  of  any 
other  property  in  tin-  Territories,  which  is  law- 
fully held  uiidir  the  constitution  and  laws  of  any 
State,  and  which  may  be  carried  into  a  Territory 
of  the  United  States,  as  it  undoubt.  dly  can,  may 
it  not  pass  laws  for  the  protection  of  slave  prop- 
erty, which  is  recognized  by  the  constitution  and 
laws  of  fifteen  States  of  this  Union  as  legally  and 
rightfully  held  by  their  citizens? 

Sir,  the  power  of  Congress  over  the  Territories, 
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in  my  opinion,  extends  to  all  ric:htf«l  sulijects  of 
legislation  not  inconsistent  with  the  Constitution; 
and,  possessiiifi  this  power,  it  is  the  sacred  duty 
of  Congress  either  to  exercise  it  for  the  benefit  of 
all  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  who  may 
choose  to  go  into  and  live  in  the  common  t(^rri- 
tories,  or  to  clothe  the  territorial  governments 
with  that  power,  and  see  to  it  that  it  is  exercised 
promjitly  and  efficiently  for  the  equal  and  just 
protection  and  benefit  of  all.  If  this  is  not  done, 
then  the  citizens  of  one  portion  of  the  Union  are 
not  put  upon  the  same  footing  with  the  citizens 
of  other  sections  of  the  same  Union;  they  are,  to 
all  intents  and  purposes,  and  in  a  most  important 
point,  denied  that  equality  which  the  Union  was 
intended  to  secure;  they  are  shut  out  from  a  com- 
mon inheritance,  or  only  allowed  to  possess  and  en- 
joy it  ujion  terms  prescribt'd  to  them,  which  would 
brand  them  as  interiors  in  a  common  Union. 

Sir,  the  southern  people  ouglit  never  to  submit  to 
such  injustice,  and,  in  my  opinion,  oughtnotonly 
to  sever  all  political  association  with  any  party  at 
the  North  which  denies  those  riglits  to  them,  orre- 
fuses,  or  neglects  to  enforce  them, but  ought  to  sever 
all  the  ties  which  bind  them  to  a  Union  in  which 
they  are  not  recognized  as  equals;  and  which  does 
not  secure  and  protect  them  in  the  full  enjoyment 
of  every  just  and  constitutional  right.  Tlie  south- 
ern States  ought  to  demund  of  their  northern 
brethren,  that  m  the  establishment  of  every  terri- 
torial government  by  Congress,  their  slave  prop- 
erty should  be  put  upon  the  same  footing  of  all 
other  property  which  shall  be  carried  into  the 
Territories — that  it  be  recognized  as  property — 
that  the  relations  of  the  parties  be  regulated  and 
defined,  and  that  ample  remedies  be  provided  for 
its  protection  and  enjoyment  during  the  existence 
of  the  territorial  government.  They  ought  to  de- 
mand that  these  rights  should  be  so  recognized,  and 
their  property  so  protected  that  they  may  feel 
secure  and  safe  in  emigrating  to  the  Territory  with 
their  slaves;  and  in  the  event  that  Congress  should 
refuse  or  fail  to  accord  to  them  these  acts  of  simple 
justice  and  equality,  if  it  should  come  short  of  its 
duty,  and  its  whole  duty,  the  most  sacred  duty  of 
all  governments,  to  provide  for  the  security,  pro- 
tection, and  enjoyment  of  all  its  citizens  of  tlieir 
lives,  liberty,  and  property,  then  the  South  should 
no  longer  remain  in  a  Union  which  thus  fails  to 
accomplish  the  objects  of  its  formation,  and  with- 
out which  it  would  be  a  curse  rather  than  a  bless- 
ing. And,  sir,  I  say  now  to  the  Senator  from 
Ohio,  [Mr.  Pugh,]  and  all  the  northern  Democ- 
racy, that,  in  my  opinion,  the  southern  States 
ought,  in  the  Charleston  convention,  to  demand  the 
plain  and  unmistakable  recognition  of  tlu.'se  rights 
of  the  southern  people  in  the  Territories  of  the 
United  States,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  any  party 
affiliation  with  the  northern  Democracy;  and 
should  the  delegates  from  the  free  States  refuse  to 
recognize  these  rights,  then,  sir,  the  southern  dele- 
gates should  no  longer  hold  political  associations 
with  them;  but  withdraw  from  the  convention  and 
take  steps  to  rally  the  southern  people  in  the  forma- 
tion of  a  party  at  /lOHte,  which  should  be  based  upon 
the  simple  and  sacred  proposition  of  "equality, 
in  the  Union,  or  independence  out  of  it." 

I  will  not  undertake  here  to  say  in  what  form 
or  in  what  set  phraseof  words  such  a  recognition 
of  our  rights  shall  be  expressed.  I  want  the  sub- 
stance, and  am  content  to  have  it  in  any  reason- 


able form;  hut  Twill  not  be  con  tent  with  a  shadow. 
I  want  no  Df^lphic  oracle,  wliich,  liki>  the  Kansas 
bill  or  the  Cincinnati  platforin,  may  be  interjireted 
to  suit  the  tastes  or  interests  or  pn  judice.s  of  dif-. 
fcrrntmen,  diilVrent  parties  and  dillVrent  sections 
of  the  Union.  We  ought  to  have  it  in  plain  Eng- 
lish, and  in  language  which  no  one  can  misunder- 
stand or  distort.  Sir,  we  want  and  must  have, 
not  only  the  Cincinnati  platform,  but  all  and  sin- 
gular the  principles  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court 
ni  the  Dred  Scott  case,  with  ample  and  satisfac- 
tory assurances  and  guarantees  that  they  shall  hp 
practically  carried  out  and  faithfully  enforced  in 
every  Territory  over  which  a  government  may 
hereafter  be  established.  With  such  a  recognition 
of  the  rights  of  the  southern  people;  with  these 
assurances  and  guarantees  incorporated  into  the 
Democratic  platform,  at  Charleston,  I,  for  one, 
am  willing  to  act  cheerfully,  faithfully,  and  zeal- 
ously with  the  national  Democracy,  and  to  sup- 
port any  candidate  the  convention  shall  select, 
who  pledges  himself  to  adhere  to  and  support  that 
platform.  Without  them,  I  will  not  support  the 
candidate  nominated  by  that  convention,  if  any 
should  be  nominated,  except  as  a  necessity  and  a 
choice  of  evils;  and  not  then,  unless  they  shall  be 
men  who  agree  with  me  on  all  these  important 
and  vital  questions,  and  whose  character  and  ante- 
cedents entitle  them  to  my  confidence,  approval, 
and  support. 

I  do  not  say,  sir,  that  I  will  not  support  the 
nominee  of  that  convention,  even  with  a  defect- 
ive platform.  There  are  many  men  whom  I  would 
support  cheerfully,  warmly,  zealously,  even  with 
a  platform  coming  short  of  what  I  think  it  ought 
to  be.  I  would  support  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tor from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Hcnter,]  whose  sound 
principles  and  opinions  throughout  the  whole 
range  of  political  ethics;  whose  purity  of  public 
and  private  character;  whose  ability  as  a  states- 
man, firmness  as  a  man,  and  zeal  as  a  patriot,  have 
ever  challenged  my  highest  admiration,  respect, 
and  confidence.  I  would  support  the  present  dis- 
tinguished Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
[INfr.  Breckixridge,]  who,  although  he  may  have 
rather  more  of  conservative  Unionism  than  I  ap- 
prove, yet  possesses,  in  my  opinion,  those  sound 
political  principles  and  eminent  personal  qualifi- 
cations which  would  adorn  the  office  of  President 
and  conduct  the  Government  proudly  and  safeh* 
through  every  difficulty  and  danger.  I  would 
support  one  of  Georgia  s  distingnishi?d  sons,  (the 
Hon.  Alexander  H.  Stephens.)  who,  although 
differing  with  mo  on  many  questions  of  public 
policy  and  party  action  for  the  greater  portion 
of  our  political  lives,  yet  now  possesses  my  full 
confidence  in  the  soundness  of  his  views  upon  the 
great  questions  affecting  the  rights,  interests,  and 
honor  of  the  southern  people,  and  in  his  conserv- 
ative temper,  strong  judgment,  eminent  ability, 
and  practical  statesmanship.  And,  sir,  there  are 
many  others — they  are  all  around  me  in  ihiiis 
Cliamber — they  are  scattered  all  over  the  South: 
indeed,  sir,  their  name  is  legion,  whom  I  would 
cheerfully  sustain  and  support,  even  upon  a  plat- 
form which  did  not  meet  my  own  entire  approval. 

Nor  would  I  confine  my  selection  to  the  South 
alone;  though  I  am  clearly  of  the  opinion  that 
the  South  is  entitled  to  the  candidate  for  the  Pres- 
idency, and  that  the  true  policy  of  the  Democratic 
party  is  to  choose  a  southern  man.     There  are 
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nortb'-rn  nun  whom  1  would  supnort  if  nomi- 
natoil;  bm  1  musi  suy,  srr,  ilmt,  n.s  1  now  unJer- 
atand  tlit-  posiiion  and  princij>Ks  of  most  of  llit- 
i-uiinent  imii  in  tlw  raiik.s  of  tlio  northern  De- 
mocracy, tht-re  are  vi-ry  f''W  to  wlii'in  I  would  j^ive 
my  vote,  unlt'ss  placed  upon   and   approving  a  i 
platform  fully  recognizing  the  cardinal  rights  of' 
the  southern  people  as  1  nave  asserted  them.     I 
will  say,  however,  .■<ir,  that  I  would  not  support  | 
the  Senator  iVom  Illinois,  [Mr.  Douglas,]  should 
he  be  nominated  l>y  the  Charleston  convention, 
with  nothing  betu  r  tiian  the  Cincinnati  jilaifnrm; ; 
and  as  he  has  rej)udiated  any  other,  1  consider  his 
rejection  by  that  convention,  and  certainly  by  the  1 
wiiole  of  the  southern  States,  as  a  foregone  con-  I 
elusion.    I  consider  his  doctrines  upon  the  sulyect  ! 
of  territorial  power  and  the  rights  of  the  southern  ' 
people  as  unsound  in  th'-ory  and  disastrous  to  us 
in  practice  as  the  Wilmot  ])rovi.so  of  the  Repub- 
lican party;  and,  thus  considering  them,  what- 
ever may  oe  my  personal  respect  for  that  gentle- 
man and  my  admiration  of  his  talents,  I  could  not 
sanction  his  nomination  or  aid  in  his  election  to 
the  Presidency.    I  must  say,  sir,  that,  in  my  opin- 
iot),  he  has  forfeited  all  claim  to  the  confidence  and 
support  of  the  southern  people,  by  his  course  upon 
the  Lecompton  Question,  and  his  extraordinary, 
daiigerouK,  and    heretical  doctrine  of  "squatter 
sovereignty,"  of  which  he  may  justly  be  consid- 
ered the  great  embodiment. 

Sir,  Kansas  was  entitled  to  admission  under  the 
Lecompton  constitution.  Such  was  the  ojiinion. 
the  sincere  and  firm  conviction,  of  the  whole  south- 
ern people,  of  all  political  parties;  and  such  was 
the  opinion  of  a  large  portion,  if  not  a  majority,  of 
the  northern  Democracy.  She  had  formed  a  con- 
stitution under  the  law  and  according  to  law.  The 
most  essential  and  important  question  connected 
with  and  eml)raeed  in  the  constitution  had  been 
formally  and  fairly  sul)mitted  to  the  peoi)l<',  and 
had  been  ratified  and  confirmed  by  them.  Ac- 
cording to  usage,  as  well  as  a  matter  of  right,  she 
ouglit  to  have  been  admitted  into  the  Union.  Her 
admission  under  that  constitution  was  advocated 
and  urged  by  a  large  majority  of  the  Democratic 
party;  it  was,  in  fact,  a  party  measure,  one  to 
which  a  Democratic  Adminisiration  was  commit- 
ted, and  upon  the  success  of  which  it  jjlaced  its 
existence.  It  was,  at  any  rale,  considered  by  the 
southern  Democracy  as  not  only  just  and  jiroper 
iji  itsi.lf,  but  as  important  to  that  section,  and  they 
asked  and  urged  the  admission  of  the  State  at  the 
hands  of  their  northern  friends.  Admitted  under 
the  Lecompton  constitution,  Kanscxs  would  be  a 
.^hiTe  State.  Defeated  and  driven  back,  the  pro- 
•lavery  element  in  Kansas  was  weakened  and 
finally  overcome  and  crushi-dout.  Who  defeated 
itr  Who  disappointed  the  just  hope  andex]>ecta- 
tion  of  the  southern  people  ? 

It  has  been  alleged  that  the  Lecompton  l)ill  was 
defeated  by  the  votes  of  some  six  or  eight  south- 
ern Americans  in  the  House  of  Representatives; 
and  so  it  was;  but  the  wrjrld  knows  that  it  was 
also  defeated  by  the  votes  of  the  anti-Leciimpton 
northern  Democrats  in  that  House-,  who  followed 
the  lead,  and  were  doubtless  indutiKed  and  con- 
trolled by  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Doug- 
las,] who  was  the  first  to  leave  his  southern 
friends  on  that  occasion;  who  turned  his  back 
upon  the  Democratic  party;  who  joined  its  ene- 
mies, and  with  them  waged  an  active,  violent, 


untiring,  and  unrelenting  war  against  his  former 
party  and  friends,  and  finally  defeated  the  Le- 
compton bill,  and  contributed  more  than  any  other 
man  to  the  uccom]>lishment  of  the  great  object 
which  the  Al^olitionists  had  so  much  at  heart,  of 
making  Kansas  a  free  State.    Sir,  I  l.iiow  well  the 

Elausible  ground  upon  which  the  enemies  of  the 
iecomj)ton  bill  placed  their  opposition  to  it;  but 
can  any  man  suppose — does  any  man  believe — 
that  if  the  Lecompton  constitution  had  excluded 
slavery,  a  Solitary  voice  would  have  been  raised 
in  all  th'-  North  against  the  admission  of  Kansas, 
or  a  solitary  vote  given  against  it  in  Congress? 
No,  sir;  it  was  the  fact  that  it  recognized  shivery 
which  mad>'  it  obnoxious  to  the  thousand  and 
one  unsound,  fallacious,  and  frivolous  objections 
which  were  urged  against  it,  and  which  finally 
.  defeated  it.     Sir,  it  cannot  be  disguised  or  dis- 
I  puted  that  the  defection  of  the  S<.nator  from  Illi- 
nois from  the  majority  of  the  Democratic  mem- 
bers in  Congr(  ss  at  the  time  not  only  defeated  the 
;  Lecompton  bill   and   policy  of  the    Democratic 
I  party,  hut  did  more  to  demoralize,  distract,  and 
I  weaken  that  party  at  the  North,  than  any  man, 
living  or  dead,  ever  did  before  him,  or  since.    He 
I  has  returned  into  tlie  Democratic  told,  I  admit, 
'  and  is  now  acting  with  the  Democratic  party,  and 
I  hope  in  good  faith;  but  he  must  alone,  by  years 
of  zealous  fealty  for  the  great  wrong  and  injury 
I  done  to  the  party;  he  must  forsake  his  odious 
I  "squatter  sovereignty"  doctrine;  he  must  recog- 
nize the  rights,  and  all  th>'  rights,  of  the  South, 
under  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  States;  he 
•  must  do  her  people  justice — full,  ample,  complete, 
unstinted  justice — belbre  he  can  ever  regain  the 
[  confidence,  sympathy,  and  support  of  the  south- 
ern people,  or  of  the  sound  portion  of  the  Demo- 
cratic party  everywhere. 

Sir,  I  have  spoken  of  the  unsoundness  of  the 
northern  Democracy;  and  where  and  how  do  they 
stand?  What  is  the  political  complexion  of  the 
northern  Democratic  members  of  the  present 
House  of  Representatives?  Of  the  few  members 
of  the  last  Congress  whom  the  great  Abolition 
monster  of  the  free  States  has  spared,  a  majority 
of  them  followed  the  lead  and  rallied  under  the 
anti-Leconipton  banner  of  the  Senator  from  Illi- 
nois; and  where  stand  the  great  mass  of  that 
party  in  all  the  northern  States?  It  stands  upon 
the  same  "  squatter  sovereignty"  platform,  and 
rallies  under  the  same  "non-intervention"  ban- 
ner, thus  ignoring  and  denying  the  just  and  equal 
rights  of  the  .southern  people,  and  virtually  ex 
eluding  them  from  the  Terriioriis  of  the  Unitct 


ted 


States  for  all  time  to  come.  The  Democracy  of 
nearly  every  free  State  have  spoken,  and  spoken 
recently,  upon  these  grave  and  great  questions, 
and  all  have  s|)oken  the  same  language  and  as- 
serted the  same  principles  and  positions — "  non- 
intervention" is  the  universal  cry;  Congress  has 
no  power,  and  ought  not  to  exerei.se  it  if  it  has, 
to  proti'ct  slavery  in  the  Territories;  that  power 
must  be  left  to  the  people  of  the  Territories,  to  be 
exercised  by  them  at  all  times  and  at  their  .sov- 
ereign pleiujure.  This  is  the  doctrine  asserted 
by  every  Democratic  convention  of  the  northern 
States  since  the  contest  over  the  admission  of  Kan- 
sas of  the  last  Congress;  and  this  doctrine  has 
been  adopted  and  promulgated  even  by  the  De- 
mocracy of  California,  heretofore  claiming  and 
considered  to  be  one  of  the  soundest  of  all  the 
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free  States;  and  ao  intense  is  their  afroctioii  for 
this  "  noii-iniirvonlion"  "■squatter  sovereij^nty" 
policVi  that  tliey  "repudiate  all  ])oliiical  fellow- 
ship with  any  nu\n  who  (hies  not  adopt  if,  or  who 
counsels  the  abandonment,  liniitation,  or  avoid- 
ance of  that  principle." 

Such,  sir,  is  llin  present  position,  the  avowed 
doctrine,  and  sottlcd  policy  of  the  northern  Dem- 
ocracy; and  yet  I  have  been  taken  to  task  and 
condemned  in  severe  lana;uage,  not  only  by  nortli- 
ern  men,  but  by  southerners,  for  questioning;  the 
soundness  of  the  northern  Democracy  !  I  ask  the 
northern  Democratic  Senators  on  this  floor,  all 
and  every  one  of  them,  if  they  would  vote  for  a 
bill  jirotecting  slave  property  in  any  Territory  of 
this  Union?  1  ask  the  northern  Democracy, one 
and  all,  if  they  are  willing'  to  incorporate  a  ])lank 
in  the  platAn-m  to  be  made  at  Charleston  recog- 
nizing' that  ]iower  in  Congress  and  its  duty  to  ex- 
ercise it  ?  Sir,  there  may  be  nortliern  members  of 
that  jiarty  on  this  floor,  there  maybe  members  of 
it  elsewhere  at  the  North,  who  are  ready  to  con- 
cede protection  by  congressional  legislation  to 
slave  property  found  in  or  taken  to  any  of  the 
Territories  of  the  United  States;  but  I  venture  the 
assertion  that  if  any  such  are  to  be  found  here  or 
elsewhere,  they  are  "  like  angels' visits — few  and 
far  between."  No,  sir,  such  a  demand  persisted 
in  by  the  South  at  the  Charleston  convention 
would  not  only  break  up  the  convention,  but 
would  dissolve  the  national  Democratic  party. 
Sir,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  express  my  opinion  that ' 
the  demand  ought  to  be  m.ade  and  adhered  to,  and 
made  the  condition  precedent  of  party  affiliation 
■with  the  northern  Democracy  in  the  selection  and 
support  of  a  presidential  candidate;  and  if  not 
grantt'd  by  the  northern  delegates,  the  convention 
ought  to  be  broken  up  by  the  withdrawal  of  the 
southern  members.  It  is  better  for  the  South,  far 
better,  to  assert  and  maintain  her  rights  at  all 
hazards  than  to  yield  them  to  expediency  or  the  ' 
hope  and  prospect  of  a  temporary  political  or  ! 
party  triumph. 

And  now,  sir,  I  wish  to  present  another  point 
in  rtterence  to  the  soundness  of  the  northern  De- 
mocracy. The  op]iosition  of  the  Senator  from 
Illinois  and  his  squad  of  anti-Lecompton  Dem- 
ocrats in  the  House  of  Representatives  to  the 
Lccompton  bill,  during  the  last  Congress,  drove  ! 
the  friends  of  that  measure  and  the  Democratic 
party  pro])cr  into  the  adoption  of  the  English  liill. 
That  bill  was  distasteful  to  every  southern  mem- 
ber in  that  Congress.  It  was  adopted  by  them 
'with  great  reluctance,  and  only  as  a  dernier  resort. 
I  will  not  now  condemn  or  denounce  that  bill;  but 
I  do  not  err  in  stating  that  it  was  a  bitter  alterna- 
tive to  all  the  southern  members,  and  to  every 
true-hearted  Democrat  in  Congress.  It  passetl, 
however,  in  spite  of  the  bitter  and  persistent  op- 
position of  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Doug- 
las] and  his  anti-Lecompton  friends,  and  in  spite 
of  the  opposition  of  a  few  southern  Americans. 
It  contains  in  substance  a  provision,  that  if  the 
people  of  Kansas  should  determine  not  to  come 
into  the  Union  under  the  Lecompton  constitution, 
they  should  remain  in  their  territorial  condition  , 
until  their  population,  "  to  be  ascertained  by  a  cen- 
sus," should  reach  the  number  necessary,  under 
the  present  ratio,  to  authorize  a  Representative  in 
Congress.  That  number  is  ninety-four  thousand 
people.     And  now,  sir,  the  people  of  Kansas  re- , 


jeeted  the  proposition  of  tlie  English  bill;  and  a 
portion  of  them,  sinci;  the  adjournmeni  of  the  last 
Congress,  have  formed  anothrr  constitution  which 
excludes  slav(!ry.  No  census  has  been  tak<;n. 
Tlu!  population  has  not  been  ascertained.  It  is 
notorious  that  her  legitimate  population  does  not 
reach  the  requisite  immber,  or  near  it.  Under 
the  English  liill,  she  cannot  and  ought  not  to  be 
admitti'd;  and  yet  what  northern  Senator  or  Rep- 
n'sentative  of  any  party  will  vote  against  her 
admission  ?  I  fear,  sir,  that  there  is  not  one — cer- 
tainly not  a  majority  of  those  in  the  presi.'iit  Con- 
gress. No,  sir,  thi>  general  sentiment  and  demand 
of  the  nortliern  Democracy,  as  well  as  the  Repub- 
lican party,  are  that  she  shall  be  admitted  at  the 
present  session.  I  consider  her  admission  under 
the  Pawnee  free-State  abolition  constitution  as  a 
foregone  conclusion,  and  asa  "  fixed  fact."  And 
now,sir,su]>pose  that  constitution  had  established 
slavery,  what  northern  minnber  would  have  voted 
for  her  admission  under  it  in  violation  of  the  Eng- 
lish bill .'  Probably  not  one.  And  yet,  sir,  it  is 
claimed  that  the  northern  Democracy  are  sound, 
impartial,  just,  and  generous  to  the  South. 

Sir,  I  do  not  wish  or  intend  to  do  injustice  to 
the  northern  Democracy.  In  times  past,  they 
have  been  true  to  the  South  and  to  the  Constitu- 
tion. They  had  the  ]')ower  and  they  exerted  it  in 
the  vindication  and  support  of  the  just,  equal,  con- 
stitutional rights  of  the  southern  States.  They 
have  ever  been,  in  Congress  and  out  of  it,  the  bold 
and  decided  opponents  of  the  Wilmot  proviso, 
they  have  denounced  it  as  unconstitutional,  arbi- 
trary, and  unjust;  they  have  ever  been  the  sup- 
porters and  advocates  of  the  rights  of  the  southern 
people  to  the  capture  and  rendition  of  their  fugi- 
tive slaves;  they  have  defmdod  the  fugitive  slave 
law  and  insisted  on  its  faithful  execution;  they 
have  opposed  all  conflicting  legislation  in  the  free 
States  intended  to  obstruct  and  defeat  the  opera- 
tion of  that  law.  In  this  respect,  they  have  been 
faithful  to  their  constitutional  obligations  and  to 
the  South;  they  aided  the  South  in  repealing  and 
removing  the  Missouri  restriction,  that  degrading 
badge  of  southern  inferiority  and  submission; 
they  have  disclaimed  in  every  form  and  in  all 
places  any  right  on  the  partof  tlie  northern  people 
or  of  Congress  to  interfere,  directly  or  indirectly, 
with  the  institution  of  slavery  in  the  States  where 
it  exists;  they  have  never  denied  the  right  of  the 
southern  people  to  hold  slaves  as  property,  but 
have  uniformly  affirmiHl  it;  they  have  for  years 
under  the  most  advi>rse  and  trying  circumstances, 
breasted  the  storm  of  abolition  ragt',  fanaticism, 
and  t'renzy,  which  has  swept  with  such  tremen- 
dous and  crushing  velocity  and  power  over  the 
free  States;  and,  though  weakened  by  desertions 
and  political  deaths,  they  stand  to-day  the  only  bar- 
rier the  South  has,  save  its  own  fortitude,  courage, 
and  will,  against  the  swelling,  surging,  terrible 
waves  of  abolition  fury  which  threaten  to  over- 
whelm us  in  ruin.  The  Democracy  of  the  free 
Stattjs  have  expressed  no  sympathy  for  John 
Brown's  character  or  fate,  or  for  his  bloody  out- 
rages either  in  Kansas  or  Virginia.  '  In  all  these 
things  the  northern  Democracy  have  exhibited  a 
bold  and  striking  contrast  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Republican  party;  and  lor  all  these  things,  they 
are  entitled  to  the  admiration ,  respect ,  and  gratitude 
of  the  southern  people.  And  here  I  express  my 
regret  and  mortification  that  the  whole  South  has 
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not  80  f«-It,  nnd  sriven  tanj^iblc  proofn  of  tho  sin- 
cerity nnd  stri'rijjtli  of  tln-ir  trrut' ful  ("••••lin^s.  I 

But,  sir,  wliili-  1  nilmit  and  npiil.iuil  llip  sound-' 
ness  of  the  iiortlurn  Dt-mocrnry  in  ftH  tlifst-  and 
many  otlu-r  n-spocis,  I  urn  con«tniini'd  to  snv  thoy 
are  fundaim-ntally  iiuHouiid   mnl  wrona^  in    the 
great  principle  which  liiM  at  the  foundation  of  all 
the  dan^i  roiis  anii-sliivtry  niritation  of  tin-  free 
StatfK.     In  common  with  the  Black  Ueiniljlicans 
and   Aholitionists    they  d'-noiinre   slavery  as  a 
moral  wrun?,  a  social  evil,  and  a  political  curse. 
Now,  sir,  if  these  tliin-^s  he  so,  nnd  yon  l)e|icve  1 
them — if  slavery  is  morally  wronjj,  Mocially  de- 
inonilizin»,  and  politically  injurious  to  the  com- 
munity in  which  it  exists,  then  the  conclusion  is  i 
inevitabl."  that  it  ought  to  be  alwilished;  nnd  n  ' 
sacred  duty  is  imposed  upon  every  one  to  use  all  ! 
the  mt  aiis  in  his  power  to  accomplish   that  end.  ', 
The  premises  thus  admitted  and  laid  down  li-ad  ' 
directly  nnd   rajiidly  to  abolitionism;  first,  per- 1 
haps,  with   modi-ration   and   tender  forliearancc; 
then  more  positivi-,  determiiicd,  and  a;;^ressive;  I 
nnd  finally  rabid,  turbulent,  unn-li-ntini^,  revolu- ' 
tionary,  exterminating,  and  blo.ody;  slopping  at  j 
nothing  short  of  its  great  end  nnd  aim — the  uni- 1 
versal  emancipatiim  of  th<'  slaves  of  the  southern  ; 
States.     It  has  been  ihi.svery  sentiment  and  con- I 
viction,  pervadini,',  as  they  do,  all  classes  of  the 
nf>rthern  people,  and  universally  sanctioned,  pro-  ' 
mulg;atid,aiul  used  in  their  sdiools,  their  pulpits,  | 
their  halls  of  legislation,  and  their  courts  of  jus- 
tice, that  have  produced  such  frequent  and  wide-  '< 
spread  mutinies  in  the  Democratic  camp;  such  1 
constant  and  numerous  desertion*  from  its  organ- 1 
izations,  until  now  it  is,  in  all  the  northern  States,  I 
a  mere  rem!K\ntof  a  once  powerful  and  victorious 
party. 

Sir,  the  southern  people  can  never  feel  safe  in  j' 
the  Union,  or  have  any  abidin"- confidence  in  the  : 
effective  "aid  and  comfort"  of  anj'  party  at  the  i' 
Nortli  which  tolerates  or  sanctions  this  great  fun-  I' 
damental  error.  The  southern  people  do  not  admit ' ! 
that  slavery  is  a  moral  wrong,  a  social  evil,  or  a   ' 
political  curse;  on   the  contrary,  they  believe  it  I' 
right  in  the  sight  of  Heaven,  salutary  in  its  social 
bearing  nnd  effects,  and  conducive  to  the  highest 
develn|.ment  of  political  blessings.     They  must,  ' 
therefore,  look  upon  all  men  who  take  the  oppo-  I, 
site  ground,  and  who  condemn  slavery  in  the  ab- 
stract, as  the  enemies  of  their  peculiar  institution, 
and  as  committed  soonerorlaf'T  to  its  final  destruc-  i, 
tion.     The  political  and  [larty  associations  which  !' 
have  existid  for  so  many  years  betwieii  the  north-  j 
crn    Demo'-racy  and    southern    people,    through  '^ 
which  the  great  national  Democratic  party  f>f  the  i' 
United  Staii-s  has  retained,  with  liut  few  and  shiTt 
exceptif)nal  periods,  the  possession  and  control 
of  the  Federal  Government,  luive  checked   the 
anti-slavery  tendency  of  the  northern  Democratic 
masnes,  and   retard'd  their  absorption  into  the 
p.bolilion  ranks;  but  this  result  must,  in  the  very 
natur>-  of  things,  finally  happen,  nnd  the  northern 
Deinorracy,  like   the  iioriliern  Whig  party,  be  j 
swallowed  up  in  one    '.'re:it  party  of  abolition. 
What  other  nsult  can  Ije  hiip«-d  fur  or  expected,  ' 
when  the  doctrines  of  the  «'  irrepressible  conflict"  j 
are  daily  taught  in  tlie  schools  nnd  reiterated  from  | 
the  pulpits  throughout  the  northern  Slates?  Hatred  I 
to  slavery  and  southern  slaveholders,  is  the  daily  | 
fare  which  is  nffi-red  to  the  youthful  mind,  and  is  • 
part  and  parcel  of  tlie  education  and  religious  in-  ; 


struction  of  which  the  North  boasts  such  wide 
nnd  general  dissemination  among  all  classes  of 
her  people.  As  a  specimen  of  this  nbohtion  mode 
of  instruction,  I  call  the  attention  tif  ihe  Senate 
to  a  tract  which  I  received  a  few  days  since  in- 
closed in  the  following  letter: 

BCRLINGTOS,  Iowa,  Decrmlitr  17,  1869. 
Hon.  .K.  Iverxon:  Inclosed  find  a  t^unday  Selioiil  tracl, 
.1  saiiipli'  Di'  till'  kind  wliicli  <air  clnldriui  arc  tuuf;ht  froiu 
ill  .Siniiluy  .ScliouN  in  tliis  Bection  olUie  countrv. 

YoufH,  \v.  ri.  p. 

Then  comes  the  tract,  nnd  I  regret  that  the  wood 
cut  ai  the  hiad  of  it  cannot  be  printed  in  m  v  speech. 

Mr.  GRIMES.  Will  the  Senator  allow  me  to 
inquire  the  nam.'  of  tlie  writer  of  the  letter? 

Mr.  IVER.SON.     It  is  .signed  "  W.  H.  P."    I 
do  not  know  who  the  writer  is,  but  the  Senator 
can  see  the  haiul-writing.     I  will  read  the  tract: 
"  Sall  or  A  Family  of  Slavcs  in  Wabiusuton  Citt. 
'■  „3  Trait  for  SnUuth  Schools. 

'■  Slaves  are  iieojile  held  as  jiropert.v.  Tlu-y  are  bought 
nnd  (ioUl,  as  if  tlu  y  were  cow*  or  horses.  Some  ot'  them 
arc  hhiek,  fonie  yellow,  and  some  while.  In  Washinston 
eity,  where  the  President  oithe  L'liiteil  .S'aten  resides,  where 
(.'«ii{;rei>s  uieet.s,  and  the  (treat  iiien  ol'  iliv  iiunon  resiorl, 
tliero  luLs  been  in  times  pa-l  one  of  llie  greatest  slave  mar- 
kets in  the  world.  Oncsprciinen  of  the  sales  offaiiiillcs  In 
that  eiry  will  now  tie  given.  It  was  a  young  man,  his  wife 
and  babe.  Tliey  were  placed  on  an  elevated  platlorm,  that 
the  bidders  might  see  if  tlnry  were  healthy  and  .^uuiid.  'I'liU 
family  e.\pect.,d  to  be  all  sold  to  oje-  man  ;  and  did  nut,  at 
firi-l,  manifest  so  mu'-h  I'eelin;  a-  miglit  be  ■■xp'-etecl. 

"Tlie  auctioneer  began  Willi  the  husband,  and  lie  was 

sold.     He  ne.\t  began  to  ery  oil'  the  wile  ;  several  men  bid 

■    fur  lier,  but  the  purchaser  ut'  her  iuHbaiul  was  not  one  of 

!    tliiiii.     Intense  anguish  was  evlilbited  i:i  the  countenance 

I  of  the  haple.  s  pair,     ."^he  was  sold  to  a  second  pi-r>on.  and 

I I  forever  separatrd  from  her  husband.     The  big  lears  rolled 
I    down  tlieir  sable  eheeks,  and  fell   in  great  drops  al  their 

feet.     Hadiie.ssand  despair  were  evidently  Ilowing  from  Uie 
;;  di-epest  recesses  of  their  souls.     Last  of  all  the  babe  was 
I;  sold,  and  to  a  third  p-rsoii.   Thoeold-hearted  wreteheame 
j'  forward  to  seize  his  piey.    The  babe  threw  its  little  arinu 
!    around   its  mother's  iieek,  and  elo.-ely  eliing  to  her;  Uie 
molher  held  it  with  the  gra:-])  of  despair  and  di;jitl'  ;  her  ago- 
nizing shrieks  pi. 'reed  the  skies,  as  the  clinging  child  was 
torn  from  h<-r  bosom.     The  little  boys  of  W'asliinglon  eity 
had  b''eome  so  hardened  ill  such  seenes  of  cruelly,  ihal 
they   made  spurt  of  iliis   bereaved  and  shrieking  mother. 
\ow,  eliildren,  how   would  you  feel,  if  your  fatlnr  and 
mother  w.-ie  thus  sold  from  each  other,  and  you  s.dd  from 
them  ?    '  Voii  should  remember  them  tliat  are  in  bonds  as 
bound  with  tiiem.' " 

Th.'  fourid.nlion  of  Joiin  Brown's  celebrated 
career. 

'•The  poor  black  ehildn-n  tecl  just  a*  you  would  do,  if 
you  wer.'  sold  fruin  your  parents  tu  see  ihein  no  more.  Kbiulc 
lathers  and  moiliers  love  their  eliildieii  just  as  youi  wliite 
fathers  nud  mothers  love  you.  Ulaek  hii-sbands  ami  wives 
lovecachotlicr  Just  as  white  husbands  and  wives  do;  there-  ^ 
fore  it  is  just  as  wicked  to  make  bl.uk  pvople  slaves  as  it 
vvouhl  be  to  make  slaves  of  white  p.ople."  * 


*  III  oil  old  newspaper,  published  in  Uoston  in  176*,  eallej 
th>'  Massachusetts  Gazette,  appear  the  lollowingadvertise- 
miMits : 

••To  BK  Sold— .\  likely  negm  man,  about  twenty-two 
years  of  age  ;  he  has  been  used  to  husbandry  and  waiting 
on  a  gentleuiau  ;  can  liave  a  good  reconimendation,  and  i« 
sold  lor  no  fault.     Iminire  of  Green  &  Russell." 

'•  Worcester,  June  1 1.  1768. 

"  Kan  aws-.v  from  his  master,  Robert  Itarkcr.  of  Worccf- 
tcr,  this  morning,  u  negro  man  named  .Mark,  of  niiddla 
staiiin-,  about  thirty-live  years  of  age,  very  much  iwek- 
brokiii,  and  eaii  nad  and  write,  lie  earried  away  v.ith 
him  tw.i  bill.;  i-.iats,  one  lined  an.l  hound  w  ith  red,  tli.' other 
not  liiii'd  ;  a  pair  of  grei-n  plui-li  breeches,  a  pair  of  trous- 
ers, ami  an  old  bi'aver  hat.  Whoever  shall  take  up  said 
runaway,  and  convey  him  lo  hU  said  master, siiall  receive 
six  dollart'  reward,  luid  all  iiercssarv  charges  pai.l. 

•'KOniCKT  BAKKF.R." 

Worcester  Is  the  very  hot  bed  of  abolition  fanaticism 
now;  nnd  the  prandchildren  of  thbj  Robert  Ilarker.  if  any 
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Such,  sir,  is  the  litorary  and  roli2:ioii3  instruc- 
tion inn);\rtoil  to  tin-  iiorllirrn  youlh;  such  the 
impressions  math?  upon  liis  minil;  such  tlic  sym- 
patliv  iU-out>i,'(l  tor  the  bliicU  race;  sucli  tho  hatred 
and  detestation  created  against  theirwhite  owners; 
and  such  the  sacred  duty  enforced  of  jiuttine;  an 
end  to  the  alleged  wickedness  of  shivery.  These 
teachiii£::s  are  not  confined  to  the  children  of  Ab- 
olitionists. They  are  given  to  all  classes — to  the 
children  of  Democrats  a.s  well  as  Republicans. 
The  tendency  is  unmistakable,  the  eilect  inevita- 
ble. Abolitionism,  rank  and  rabid,  will,  sooner 
or  later,  pervade  the  whole  northern  mind  and 
heart,  and  impel  the  northern  masses  to  the  sup- 
pression of  slavery  at  the  South  at  any  and  every 
sacrifice — "  peaceably  if  they  can,  forcibly  if  they 
must. "  Twenty  years  ago,  the  great  Whig  jiarty 
of  the  North  was  as  sound,  botli  in  theory  and  in 
practice,  as  the  present  northern  Democracy;  and 
where  is  that  party  now?  Swallowed  uj)  in  aboli- 
tionism, and  forming  the  controlling  clement  of 
tlic  Republican  party,  with  only  here  and  there  a 
few  solitary  exceptions  in  the  form  of  old,  inert, 
useless  "  fossils  and  fogies,"  like  Edward  Everett, 
Robert  C.Winthro]i,and  Wasliington  Hunt,  who 
are  full  of  Union-loving,  Union-saving,  "  sound 
and  fury,  signifying  nothing,"  and  who  never 
control  a  vote,  and  never  give  form  or  shape  to  any 
political  movement. 

The  old  Whig  party  of  the  North  is  the  Repub- 
lican party  of  the  present  day,  whose  leaders  are 
the  professors  and  teachers  of  the  "irrepressible- 
conflict"  doctrines,  and  of  whose  masses  John 
Brown  was  the  bold  and  bloody  prototype;  and, 
sir,  this  party,  increasing  in  boldness,  rancor,  and 
hate  for  the  South,  as  it  has  increased  in  numbers, 
nowhas  amajority  ,and  controls  the  political  power 
and  action  of  every  northern  State  of  this  IJuion. 
And  what  are  its  present.tfnhwand  future  pros])ccts 
in  regard  to  the  all-absorbing  cjuestion  of  southern 
slavery  ?  Twenty-five  years  ago,  we  were  a  Con- 
federation of  equal,  sovereign  States,  living  in  a 
common  Union,  and  enjoying  the  blessings  of  a 
common  Gov,*rnment;  we  were  at  peace  with  each 
other;  we  interchanged  commercial  commodities 
and  social  civilities  without  distrust  or  restraint; 

there  !>;'.  it  U  i-afe  to  say,  are  now  wuilins  and  lamenting 
over  tlic  I'ailiiro  of  John  Brown  in  liis  attempt  to  excite  the 
"  Marks"  and  other  negro  men  of  the  Soutli,  not  to  run 
away  fri>ni  tlieir  niastor^,  but  to  nias:?acre  thi;ni. 

The  next  advertisement  presents  an  odd  jumhie  : 

"  On  'i'mTRSDAY  NEXT,  30th  inst.,  at  tliree  o'clock,  after- 
Doon,  will  lie  sold  by  public  vendue,  at  the  auction  room  in 
Queen  street,  a  variety  of  goods,  among  which  are  Irish 
linens,  calicoes,  lutestrings,  black  satins,  black  corded  silk, 
stripe  Hollands,  Renting  handkerchiefs,  Scotch  threads, 
Dowlass,  Duroys,  druggets,  breeches  patterns,  men's  and 
women's  tine  cotton  liose,  felt  liats,  men's  and  women's 
saddles,  portmanteaus,  hoiisiii'js  and  holsters,  cases  with 
titteen  bottles,  a  cask  of  very  good  indigo;  also  a  negro  girl, 
thirteen  years  old.  J.  Ucssli.i,,  ^iudioncer." 

■  a  _\i-  I'iUVATE  SALE,  two  pi|)es  of  sterling  iNIadeira;  a 
negro  ni;'.ii,  forty  years  of  age,  a  boy  of  fourtrcMi,  and  two 
girls,  about  twelve  yt^ars  of  age  ;  a  second-hand  chaise  and 
harness,  and  sundry  riding  habits,  trimmed  with  gold  and 
silver  lace." 

They  lelt  no  compunction  in  Boston  in  those  days  in  ad- 
vertising their  '•  lellow-men"'  as  "  goods"  and  chattels.  It 
i(t  true  that,  in  1780.  Massachusetts  abolish.ed  slavery,  but  it 
was  an  easy  thing  to  do.  There  were  less  than  live  thousand 
within  her  borders,  and  the  jnoporlion  of  whiti  s  to  the  black 
population  was  quite  sixty  to  om.'.  What  a  trilling  sacrifice 
to  what  is  demanded  of  the  soutlurn  folates,  uliere  the 
proportion  between  the  colors  is  notevt  n  two  to  one.' 

Tiii.  old  record  of  the  past  is  a  genuine  eu.'iosity,  which 
each  d:  parting  year  readers  more  valuable. 


we  were,  indeed,  a  band  of  brothers;  if  wc  differed 
in  politics,  our  dilferences  were  on  qui!stions  of  a 
general  character,  affecting  more  or  less  all  sec- 
tions of  tile  Union.  The  rights  of  each  section 
were  acknowlodgt.'d  and  respected  by  a  common 
Government  and  the  several  Stati  s,  and  no  sec- 
tional parties  existed  to  estrange  and  embitter  us 
against  ettch  other. 

But  what  is  our  priiscnt  condition.'  Commencing 
with  the  presidential  election  of  1840,  and  con- 
tinuing with  the  admission  of  Texas,  the  Wilmot 
proviso  in  the  Oregon  bill,  the  acquisition  of  Cal- 
ifornia and  New  Alexico,  the  com])romise  meas- 
ures of  18.50,  and  other  kindred   measures,  the 
I  slavery  agitation  has  gone  on  to  widen,  deepen, 
I  and  strengthen,  all  overtlie  northern  States,  until 
I  it  has  i)roduced  an  overwhelming  party,  whose 
;  cardinal  and  avowed  doctrine  and  dogma  are  that 
I  slavery  is  a  sin,  a  shame,  and  a  reproach  to  the 
!  nation,  and  ought  to  be  and  must  be  abolish.ed;  a 
party  which  denies  to  the  southern  people  the 
rights  claimed  for  and  accorded  to  the  northern 
i  people;  a  party  which  openly  declares  that  no  more 
slave  territory  shall  ever  be  acc-(uired  or  formed 
I  by  this  Government;  a  party  which  encourages  in 
'  every  possible  manner  tlie  desertion  of  the  slaves 
I  of  the  southern  people  from  their  owners,  and  de- 
fies the  Constitution  and  laws  which  recognize 
and  provide  for  their  recapture;  a  party  which, 
through  its  recognized  leaders  and  ])rincipal  men, 
opcnlyandunblushingly,inthe  Halls  of  Congress, 
;  declare  and  affirm,  by  their  voices  and  votes,  that 
I  property  pannot  exist  in  man;  v/ho  deny  the  right 
i  of  the  master  to  his  slave,  and  openly  and  con- 
stantly proclaim  that  resistance  is  the  duty  as  it 
is  theright  of  the  slave;  aparty  which  approves, 
indorses,  and  circulates  the  most  seditious  and  in- 
cendiary books  and  pamjihlets  and  papers,  calcu- 
lated and  intended  to  inflame  the  public  mind  at  the 
North,  to  make  their  prejudices  against  southern 
slavery  and  slaveholders  more  violent  and  bitter, 
and  to  excite  the  slaves  themselves  to  revolt ,  rapine , 
and  murder;  a  party  which  pours  out  its  floods 
of  tears  and  sympathy  for  the  deserved  fate  of  the 
I  vilest  criminals,  with  hands  stained  with  the  blood 
'  of  men  whose  only  otTensc  was  that  they  lived  in 
i  a  land  where  slavery  existed;  a  sectional   party, 
confined  to  the  free  States,  and  based  alone  upon 
hostility  to  the  great  domestic  institutions  of  tke 
South,  and  threatening,  with  its  increasing  numer- 
ical i^ower,  to  seize  every  branch  of  the  Federal 
Government,  and  divert  and  wield  them  to  the  over- 
throw and  destruction  of  that  institution.     I  say 
the  Re]iublican  party  unblushingly  denies  "  the 
right  of  property  in  iuan,"and  if  this  assertion  is 
denied,  I  will  bring  the  rectu'd  to  prove  it.     Not 
two  years  ago,  in  this  Chamber,  with  the  solitary 
exception  of  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  they 
openly  did  so  by  their  votes. 

Mr.  DOOLITTLE.  I  suppose  the  Senator  from 
Georgia  alludes  to  myself. 
i      Mr.  IVERSON.     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  DOOLITTLE.  I  desire  to  state  to  that 
honoral)le  Senator — not  to  interrupt  him  or  make 
a  speech — that  the  vote  which  1  then  gave  was 
upon  this  ground:  that  the  money  was  in  the 
\  Treasury  of  tlie  United  States  by  treaty,  which, 
as  I  understood,  was  to  belong  to  the  claimants; 
and,  being  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States, 
I  voted  that  it  should  be  paid  out;  not  that  I  recog- 
nized that  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
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or  by  niiy  1"W  of  the  Uniltd  Siads,  proprrty  in 
mnii  exists;  but  claiming,  as  I  alwaya  have,  tliat 
property  in  man  (if  Bucb  a  thintc  be  possible)  rests 
upon  the  hiws  of  the  sov.Ti.iicn  States  where  sla- 
very exists,  and  does  ni>t  rxist  by  virtue  of  the 
Constitution  or  any  law  ofth"-  United  Stat<  s. 

Mr.  I VKUSON.  I  re^'rei  that  thi-  Si-natitr  from 
Wisconsin  has  made  liis  explanation,  bteause  1 
tlioughttiiere  was  at  least  one  honorable  man  who 
was  dis[iost'd  to  rteoj^nize  tlu-  ri^ht  of  the  soutli- 
crn  peopli-  to  their  property.  I  ri'^rei  now  to  find 
that  there  is  not  a  single-  man  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Chamber  who  will  do  so. 

Such,  sir,  is  tin-  brief  history  of  the  great  Wliig 
party  of  former  years,  and  sueh  its  pri-si-nt  ei>n- 
(lition;  and  sueh,  in  my  opinion,  will  be  tlie  his- 
tory and  future  condition  of  the  northern  Demo- 
cratic party  of  thf  present  day.  It  has  already 
lost  its  numerical  power  in  all,  or  nearly  all,  of 
the  northern  States;  it  lias  not  the  control  of  a 
single  State  government  in  the  fifteen  free  States 
east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains;  and,  from  an  over- 
whelming majority  in  both  Housis  nf  Congress 
oidy  a  few  years  ago,  it  has  now  scarcely  a  cor- 
poral's guard  in  either.  Its  ranks  have  been 
ihiimed  year  after  year  by  conversion.s  to  the  more 
seductive  and  popular  cloctrines  of  the  abolition 
school,  until  its  deserters  have  .swelled  the  ranks 
of  the  latter  party  to  an  irresisiihle  and  alarming 
size.  And  what  liope  or  prospect  is  there  that  it 
will  ever  recover  its  lost  purity  and  power?  It 
may  inak<*  spasmodic  efforts  for  existence,  and,  in  | 
nllianci'  wifii  the  snuthrrn  Democracy,  may  oc- ! 
Ciisii>nrt!ly,  and  for  a  few  years,  obtain  jiolitieal 
power  in  the  Federal  Government;  but  it  must  go 
down  at  last,  and  sink  beneath  the  black  and  tur- 
bulent waves  of  that  abolition  sea  that  is  sweep- 
ing over  the  free  States,  and  surging  ever  against 
the  bul  Wcirks  of  a  determined  southern  resistance; 
and  this  raging  sea  must  eventually  engulf  all 
the  conservative  elements  of  the  anti-slave  States; 
and  if  the  Union  withstands  thfslioek,  must  also 
overwhelm  all  the  southern  States,  and  subject 
them  to  its  domination.  A  united  South,  com- 
bined with  the  true,  sound  Democracy  of  the 
nortliern  States,  may  drive  it  back  or  check  it  for 
a  whili',  but  tl  iPi// come  again,  and,  at  each  re- 
turning onset,  it  will  come  with  redoubled  force 
and  violenci'.  We  checked  it  in  1844  by  thr  elec- 
tion of  Mr.  Polk;  it  came  back  with  increased 
pow>  r  in  184"<  and  1850.  We  drove  it  back  in 
1852;  but  it  returm  d  to  thf  charge  in  1854  in  a 
more  hideous  and  alarming  volume.  We  put  up 
a  barrit-r — a  strong  one,  as  we  thought — against 
it  in  1&5G,  in  tlie  election  of  a  Democratic  Presi- 
dent and  a  decided  Democratic  majority  in  both 
Houses  of  Congress.  In  three  short  years  it  has 
roll'd  on  with  never-ceasing,  ever-accumulating 
V -liiity  anil  pijwur,  until  at  this  moment  it  par- 
tdyzes  all  the  operations  of  thf  Governnunt,  and 
thnati-n.s  the  ovfrthrow  of  the  Union.  We  may, 
and  I  liope  and  bi-litfve  we  shall,  stiiy  its  progress 
by  the  election  of  n  sound  and  true  Democratic 
candidate  in  the  approaching  presidential  election, 
and  thus  give  tlic  Union  at  least  another  lease  of 
four  years'  uneasy  existencic;  ay,  sir,  uneasy  it 
must  be  until  thi-  "  irrepressible  conflict  between 
opposing  and  enduring  forces"  shall  work  out  its 
inf-vitable,  final  end,  the  disruption  of  all  the  ties 
which  bind  us  together,  and  the  formation  of  a 
separate  confederacy  of  the  slave  States.    '•  To 


this  complexion  it  must  come  at  last. "  No  greater 
truism  was  ever  uttered  frr)m  the  lips  of  mortal 
man  than  that  memorable  sayingof  thegreat  leader 
of  the  Abolition  party  of  this  country  in  liis 
Rochester  speech,  in  November,  1858.  Speaking 
of  the  antagonistic  nature  and  character  of  the  con- 
flict between  shivery  and  freedom,  Mr.  Seward 
said : 

'•  Htiall  I  tell  yim  wliat  tliiKcollininn  meaiiK?  'J'hey  who 
think  that  it  is  ueeideniul,  unneceti-iary,  the  work  ot'lnter- 
I'Sted  iir  laiiatieal  uoiiaiors  anil  tlierc-fure  ephemeral,  iiiii^takc 
the  case  allii^ji'tlitT.  It  is  an  irreiire.>sible  eonfliet  between 
opporing  and  enduring  forces,  and  it  means  tli.it  the  I'nilcd 
States  nm^t  and  will,  sooner  or  later,  heeomo  either  en- 
tirely a  elavehuldint;  iialiuii  or  entirely  a  free- labor  nation." 

Free  institutions  and  slave  institutions,  as  now 
undi-r.'-'tof.d  and  established  in  the  two  si'ctions  of 
our  Union,  cannot  exist  togr-iher  in  peace  under 
the  same  Government,  during  such  a  period  as 
usually  marks  the  lifetime  of  great  nations.  1 
know  that  these  opposing  systems  have  existed 
together  in  this  Union  for  three  quarters  of  a  cen- 
tury; but  that  is  a  brief  and  insignificant  portion 
of  a  nation's  lifetime,  which  rests  upon  congenial 
and  harmonious  elements.  And  yet,  in  this  brief 
period,  we  havi-  seen  unmistakable  evidences  of 
the  truth  of  this  great  principle  which,  founded 
in  human  nature,  will  sooner  or  later  work  out 
its  object  and  end. 

Sir,  there  is  but  one  path  of  safety  to  the  South; 
but  one  mode  of  preserving  her  institution  of  do- 
mestic slavery,  and  that  is  in  a  confederacy  of 
States  having  no  incongruous  and  opposing  ele- 
ments— a  confederacy  of  slave  States  alone,  with 
homogeneous  language,  laws,  interests,  and  insti- 
tutions. Under  such  a  confederated  republic, 
with  a  constitution  which  should  shut  out  the 
approach  and  entrance  of  all  incongruous  and 
conflicting  elements,  which  should  protect  the  in- 
stitution from  change,  and  keep  the  whole  nation 
ever  bound  to  its  preservation  by  an  unchange- 
able fundamental  law,  the  fitleen  slave  States, 
with  their  power  of  expansion,  would  present  to 
the  world  the  most  free,  prosperous,  and  happy 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  wide  earth. 

Sir,  M'ith  these  views,  and  with  th<;  firm  convic- 
tion which  I  have  entertained  for  many  years,  and 
I  which  recent  events  have  only  served  to  confirm, 
:  that  tile  "irrepressible  conflict"  between  the  two 
I  sections  must  and  will  go  on,  and  with  accumu- 
lating speed,  and  must  end,  in  the  Union,  with  the 
total  extinction  of  African  slavery  in  the  southern 
States,  I  have  announced  my  determination    to 
,  approve  and  urge  the  southern  States  to  dissolve 
,  the  Union  upon  the  election  of  a  Black  Rejuibli- 
cnn  to  the  Presidincy  of  the  United  States,  by  a 
sectional  tiorthern  party,  and  upon  a  platform  of 
,  opposition  and  hostility  to  southern  slavery.     It 
Would  not  be  the  mere  election  of  a  northern  man, 
under  the  forms  of  the  Constitution  and  laws;  it 
'  would  not  be  that  he  was  opposed  to  slavery  in 
the  abstract,  that  1  would  counsel  a  se)Kii-ation  f>f 
I  tlie  slave  from  the  free  States;  but  because  the 
.  election  of  sueh  a  man,  under  all  the  eircumstanc<  s 
now  existing  and  which  would  surround  the  eh.'c- 
tion,  v/ould  be  conclusive  evidence  of  deep-rooted 
i  hostility  tosoutlurn  slavery  in  the  northern  mind; 
conclusive  evidence  of  the  advancing  power  of 
'  abolitionism;  conclusive  evidence  of  «  siiiled  dc- 
!  termination  to  strike  down  the  institution  in  some 
'  form  or  other,  and  as  soon  as  possibli. 
!      Lookingconfidenlly  to  such  results,  the  south- 
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em  Statos  oiii;lit  not,  in  my  ojiinion,  to  consent 
to  remain  Ioniser  in  a  Union  wiioso  CTOVcrnnicnt 
would  hv  coiHrolh'd  by  a  scntmirnt  of  hostility  to 
tlicir  highest  and  most  important  intcrtsts. 

Sir,  under  a  conservative  AdminisUration,  such 
as  now  exists,  disposed  to  do  justice  to  tlie  South 
and  to  accord  to  her  people  their  constitutional 
ri^ht — an  Administration  ojiposod  to  the  advance 
of  abolitionism,  and  ever  ready  and  willins;,  so 
far  as  its  constitutional  ])o\ver  extends,  to  jjuard 
the  southern  people  from  its  violent,  incendiary, 
and  bloody  inroads-,even  now,  the  projierty,  per- 
son, and  lives  of  the  southern  peoj)le  are  subject 
to  constant  insecurity,  danger,  and  disturbance. 
What  would  be  our  condition  with  the  .whole 
power  and  patronage  of  the  Federal  Government 
in  the  lianas  of  a  bitter,  uncompromising,  and 
vindicti-'c  anti-slavery  parly?  Sir,  it  can  be  im- 
agined bitter  than  it  can  be  described.  What 
value  would  the  Union  be  to  us  when  we  should 
be  compelled,  as  our  only  security,  to  sleep  with  j 
arms  by  our  sides,  and  prepared  at  all  times  to  dc-  I 
fend  our  property,  our  families,  and  our  lives  from 
the  torch  of  the  incendiary,  and  the  jiikcs  and  rifles 
of  an  infuriated  domestic  enemy,  instigated  by 
northern  fanaticism, and  led  on  by  the  descendants  ' 
of  John  Brown  and  the  disciples  of  the  great  cham- 
pion of  the  irrepressible  conflict.' 

Sir,  it  will  be  the  dictate  of  freedom,  safety, ! 
interest,  and  honor  for  the  southern  States,  upon 
the  happening  of  such  a  contingency,  to  sever  at 
once  the  ties  which  bind  them  to  the  present  Union, ; 
and  set  up  a  distinct  and  separate  government  of 
their  own.  1  know  the  repugnance  of  the  southern 
people  to  such  an  experiment.  I  know  the  love 
and  reverence  which  they  have  entertained  for  the 
Union.  I  know  how  loth  men  and  communities 
are  to  break  up  existing  institutions,  and  to  form 
new  ones;  to  change  a  Government  under  which 
they  have  lived  for  many  years,  and  begin,  as  it 
were,a  neviMiational  existence.  But,  sir,  the  south- 
ern mind  is  fast  coming  to  the  conclusion,  if  in- 
deed it  has  not  already  reached  it,  that  their  honor, 
their  rights,  their  interests,  and,  above  all,  their 
safety,  absolutely  demand  that  thev  should  reas- ; 
sume  their  sovereign  capacity  and  power,  and  ; 
enter  into  a  new  compact  of  union  with  friendly 
and  congenial  Slates.  I  know  also,  sir,  another 
great  stumbling  block  in  the  way  of  such  a  move- 
ment— the  apprehension  and  dread  which  have 
existed  in  the  minds  of  the  southern  people,  and 
which  the  North  is  ever  endeavoring  to  impress 
upon  them,  that  disunion  cannot  be  effected  with- 
out bloodshed  and  civil  war. 

But,  sir,  even  that  difiiculty  is  rapidly  passing 
away.  All  considerate  men  see  clearly  that  the 
fifteen  slave  States  could  swing  out  of  the  present 
Union  and  form  a  separate  confederacy  without 
the  firing  of  a  hostile  gun  or  the  shedding  of  a 
drop  of  human  blood.     No,  sir;  were  such  a  move- 


ment inaugurated  by  th(!  southern  States,  none 
but  a  northciii  fanatical  fool  would  f!ver  suggest 
or  urge  the  attempt  to  furcc  them  back  into  the 
former  Union  Every  man  of  common  sense, 
and  certainly  every  statesman,  would  know  that 
such  a  thing  would  bo  impossible.  And  if  it  were 
possible;  if  it  were  attempted  and  accomplished, 
what  would  a  Union  be  worth,  cemented  by  blood 
and  kept  together  by  the  cohesive  ])OW(>r  of  the 
bayonet!  But  such  a  thing  would  be  impossible. 
and  the  northern  people  know  it. 

Sir,  northern  demagogues  talk  very  fluently  and 
flippantly  about  whipping*  the  revolted  South 
back  into  their  fraternal  embrace.  We  have  heard 
such  vaporings  oven  on  this  floor;  but,  sir,  they 
generally  proceed  from  those  who  would  be  the 
very  last  to  undertake  the  job.  Now,  sir,  when 
the  southern  Slates  shall  in  the  exercise  of  their 
sovereign  will  and  power  determine  to  dissolve  this 
Union,  separate  from  the  North,  and  form  a  gov- 
ernment for  themselves,  let  these  loud-mouthed, 
blood  and  thunder,  braggadocio  Hotspurs  assem- 
ble their  abolition  army  and  come  down,  through 
Virginia  and  the  Carolinas,  to  Georgia,  to  force 
us  back  into  the  Union,  if  they  dare.  They 
threaten  us  who  may  secede  with  the  halter  and 
the  gallows.  Sir,  we  should  not  dignify  them, 
such  as  would  be  so  unfortunate  as  to  reach  us, 
with  such  a  decent  exit  from  this  world ;  we  should 
not  show  them  even  the  respect  extended  to  their 
faithful  friend  and  ally,  John  Brown,  but,  by  the 
Eternal,  we  should  hang  them  up  like  dogs  to  the 
trees  of  our  forests  growing  ready  to  our  hands. 
Sir,  in  such  a  cause  and  in  siu-h  a  war,  the  South 
would  plant  her  feet  upon  the  firm  basis  of  h%r 
rights  and  her  honor,  and,  in  the  language  of  the 
ancient  knight,  exclaim: 

"Come  one,  come  all ;  this  rock  fliail  fly 
From  its  firm  base  as  soon  as  I.'' 

*  Tlic  ("ollowinEf  resolulion,  amongst  others,  was  adopted 
by  a  great  '■  Union  meeting"  at  Williamsport,  Pennsyl- 
vania, on  the  10th  day  of  December,  1S59: 

^■Resolved,  That  wc  will  resist,  witli  our  lives  and  for- 
tunes, any  attempt  to  annul  the  laws  of  our  bfloved  coun- 
try, and  that  in  the  event  of  any  attempt  at  dissolution  of 
this  glorious  Union,  one  hundred  thousand  Pennsylvania 
swords  will  leap  from  their  scabbards  to  crush  it." 

The  New  York  Courier  and  Enquirer,  one  of  the  rank- 
est of  all  abolition  sheets,  and  certainly  the  greatest  Indly  of 
tliem  all,  on  a  recent  occasion  used  the  following  language  : 

"  If  any  portion  of  this  great  Confederacy,  whether  it  be 
the  East  or  the  West,  the  North  or  the  ^^()nth,  attempts  to 
withdraw  from  the  Union,  it  will  be  promptly  uhippcd — ay, 
xrhipped — into  subjection.  Ft  is  all  idle  to  mince  the  matter. 
The  fiat  has  gone  forth,  and  will  be  ent'orecd  ;  let  Washing- 
ton, Oregon,  and  California,  at  the  Northwest,  or  Maine. 
New  Hampshire,  and  Massachusetts,  at  the  Northeast,  or 
the  agricultural  States  of  the  North  and  center,  or  the  slave 
States  of  the  South  and  Soutlnvi'st — let  any  one  of  them, 
or  any  combination  of  them,  raise  the  banner  of  rcbelli-'ri 
against  the  American  Union — we  care  not  what  their  pre- 
tense for  treason — a.s  certainly  as  there  is  a  God  above,  so 
certain  is  it  that  the  oflending  .States  will  be  whipped  into 
obedience,  and  the  traitors  who  encouraged  rebellion 
terminate  their  career  upon  the  gallows." 


